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NATIONAL DEFENSE EDUCATION ACT 
(ADMINISTRATION OF) 


THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 19, 1959 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON GENERAL EpucaTion, 
AND SUBCOMMITTEE ON SPECIAL EpucatTIoN, 
OF THE CoMMITTEE ON EpucaTIon AND LABor, 
Washington, D.C. 


The subcommittees met, pursuant to notice, at 10 a.m., in room 429, 
Old House Office Building, Hon. Cleveland M. Bailey, chairman of 
the Subcommittee on General Education, presiding. 

Present: 

Subcommittee on General Education: Representatives Barden 
(chairman of the full committee), Bailey, Thompson, Brademas, Fre- 
linghuysen, Jr., Lafore, and Kearns. 

Subcommittee on Special Education: Representatives Barden, El- 
liott (chairman of the subcommittee), Green, Daniels, Giaimo, Lafore, 
and Kearns. 

Also present: Fred A. Hussey, chief clerk; Russell C. Derrickson, 
investigator; Robert E. McCord, clerk of the Subcommittee on Gen- 
eral Education; Mary Allen, clerk of the Subcommittee on Special 
Education. 

Also present: Representatives Wier, Griffin, and Metcalf. 

Mr. Battery. The committee will be in order. 

Will the clerk call the roll of the members to see if we have have a 
quorum. 

Mr. McCorp. Mr. Bailey. 

Mr. Batey. }Present. 

Mr. McCorp. Mr. Elliott. 

Mr. Exxiorr. Present. 

Mr. McCorp. Mrs. Green. 

(No response. ) 

Mr. McCorp. Mr. Thompson. 

(No response. ) 

Mr. McCorp. Mr. Udall. 

(No response. ) 

Mr. McCorp. Mr. Daniels. 

Mr. Dantets. Present. 

Mr. McCorp. Mr. Giaimo. 

Mr. Grarmo. Present. 

Mr. McCorp. Mr. Kearns. 

(No response.) 

Mr. vs Sama Mr. Wainwright. 

(No response. ) 
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Mr. McCorp. Mr. Frelinghuysen. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Present. 

Mr. McCorp. Mr. Lafore. 

Mr. Larore. Present. 

Mr. McCorp. A quorum is present, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Battery. The subcommitte of the Committee on Education and 
Labor, commonly referred to as the General Education Committee, 
and the committee headed by Congressman Elliott having to do with 
legislation beyond the high school level, have been convened this morn- 
ing for the purpose of having the Federal Commissioner of Educa- 
tion and the members of his staff explain to the committee the extent 
to which they have been able to implement and get underway the 
several titles contained in the Defense Education Act of 1958. 

When we are discussing matters pertaining to the elementary and 
secondary schools your discussion will be presided over by me and on 
matters relating to the implementation of the title to the bill having 
to do with education beyond the high school level, my cochairman 
here will ride herd on the committee. 

Mr. Elliott, do you have any comment to make at this time? 

Mr. Ex.iorr. Mr. Chairman, I want to say that it is a pleasure to 
meet again with you and the members of the Subcommittee on Gen- 
eral Education and with the Commissioner of Education and his 
staff on what I consider to be a very important occasion as we learn 
from the Commissioner how the administration of the National De- 
fense Education Act is proceeding. 

You and I, Mr. Chairman, had the wonderful privilege of working 
together last year on the fashioning of this act. I want to say it is 
a pleasure to be with you and to work with you on this occasion again. 
I am sure we will have a fine opportunity. 

It was my thought, before we had this experience last year, that 
two subcommittees could work not very well together, but I want to 
say to you, Mr. Chairman, and to all those present that we were able 
to work together last year most successfully. I do not think I have 
had an opportunity to express to you my appreciation for that up 
until now. 

I want to take this opportunity to thank you for your spirit of co- 
operation all through the fashioning of this important. act. 

Thank you very much. 

Mr. Bartey. Thank you, Mr. Elliott. 

Mr. Commissioner, will you identify yourself to the reporter and 
introduce the members of your staff who are present who will partici- 
pate in the discussions today ? 
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STATEMENT OF LAWRENCE G. DERTHICK, COMMISSIONER OF 
EDUCATION ; ACCOMPANIED BY RALPH C. M. FLYNT, ASSISTANT 
COMMISSIONER, AND DIVISION OF STATISTICS AND RESEARCH 
SERVICES, DR. ROY M. HALL AND DR. KENNETH D. NORBERG; 
DIVISION OF HIGHER EDUCATION, DR. LLOYD E. BLAUCH, DR. 
HOMER D. BABBIDGE, JR., DR. RALPH C. BEDELL, PETER P. 
MUIRHEAD, DR. J. P. ELDER, AND DR. WILLIAM R. PARKER; 
DIVISION OF STATE AND LOCAL SCHOOL SYSTEMS, DR. E. GLENN 
FEATHERSTON, DR. JOHN R. LUDINGTON, DR. HERBERT A. SMITH, 
LLOYD W. KING, DR. FRANK WELLMAN, AND DR. GEORGE C. 
DECKER; DIVISION OF VOCATIONAL EDUCATION, JAMES H. 
PEARSON; DR. JAMES E. GIBBS, JR., STATE SCHOOL SYSTEMS, 
CHIEF IN CHARGE OF THE STATE STATISTICAL IMPROVEMENTS; 
ALLAN LICHTENBERGER, STANLEY SMITH, PAUL REASON, AND 
JACK HUGHES 


Mr. Derruick. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. I am Law- 
rence G. Derthick, Commissioner of Education. 

I have with me members of the staff who are playing key roles in 
the administration of the National Defense Education Act of 1958. 

I might take advantage of your invitation to introduce these people 
now. 


First of all, on my right over here is Dr. Homer D. Babbidge, who 


formerly was director of financial aids at Yale University who heads 
the Financial Aids Branch in the Division of Higher Education, and 
is in charge of those titles having to do with higher education. 

Then on my extreme left up front is Dr. John Ludington, who is 
head of the Aid to State and Local Schools Branch of the Division of 
State and Local School Systems, who has the responsibility for those 
titles having primarily to do with elementary and secondary education. 

Mr. THompson. May I interrupt? Were Dr. Babbidge and Dr. 
Ludington brought into the department particularly to administer 
this act? 

Mr. Derruick. We have several people who were brought into the 
department, about 19, I believe, to assist with the administration of 
this act. 

Dr. Babbidge was in the department as Assistant Secretary to Secre- 
tary Folsom. We recruited him and brought him into the office for 
this assignment. 

Dr. Ludington has served for some years in the Office of Education- 
as Chief of the Secondary Education Section and formerly professor 
at the University of North Carolina. 

Mr. THompson. Thank you. 

Mr. Derrutck. Now, then, I might introduce next the key personnel 
heading up various programs in the Financial Aids Branch in the 
Division of Higher Education. 

I come next to Dr. Ralph Bedell, who is in charge of the counseling 
and guidance training program, the institutes in the Division of 
Higher Education. 

Dr. Bedell is behind me here. 
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Then Mr. Peter Muirhead, who is on leave from his post as director 
of the New York State regional scholarship and examination program, 
to head the title II, the loan title. 

Mr. Muirhead is behind me. 

Then in charge of title IV, the graduate fellowship title, is Dr. J. P. 
Elder, who is on leave from his post as dean of the Graduate School of 
Arts and Sciences of Harvard University and where he is also profes- 
sor of Latin and Greek. 

In charge of the Language Development Section we have secured 
the services of Dr. William R. Parker, who is on leave from his post 
as distinguished services professor of English in Indiana University. 

I might say that these people have national standing in their fields. 
For example, Dr. Parker was formerly executive secretary of the 
Modern Language Association and is looked upon as Mr. Foreign 
Language. 

We look upon Mr. Elder as Mr. Graduate Dean. 

Now in the Division of State and Local School Systems, the Aid to 
State and Local Schools Branch, I have introduced the head of that 
Branch, Dr. Ludington. 

I will next introduce Dr. Herbert A. Smith, professor from the 
University of Kansas. We brought him in to head that section having 
to do with science, math, and foreign language. He, like the other 
people we have been fortunate in securing, has the endorsement of 
the various associations and scientific bodies and professional bodies 
who are tremendously interested in this act. 

In introducing these people that we have drafted for a year or more, 
or, in some cases, less, I might express appreciation to the institutions 
and various educational bodies in the United States from which we 
have borrowed these people. 

Without exception the institutions have loaned us their finest staff 
members, among their finest staff members, under the conviction that 
the National Defense Education Act of 1958 is a third milestone in 
the history of the Federal role in education. 

Not only have these people responded very graciously to our request, 
but many presidents and deans have taken the initiative and have 
called us to offer the services of their institutions in appreciation of 
the great significance of this act. 

Mr. Lloyd W. King is behind me. He is a former State commis- 
sioner of education in the State of Missouri and more recently he has 
served as executive secretary of the American Textbook and Publishers 
Association. 

I believe that Dr. Frank Wellman, who is associated with Dr. 
Frank Sievers in the Guidance Counseling and Testing Section of 
Dr. Ludington’s branch, is behind me. 

Dr. George C. Decker heads up that part having to do with loans 
to schools, the private and independent school section. 

Then I did not introduce the assistant Commissioner for the Divi- 
sion of Vocational Education, Mr. James H. Pearson, who is in front 
of me. 

Also associated with us is Dr. James E. Gibbs, who is the State 
School Systems Chief in charge of the State statistical improvements, 
formerly with the Department of Public Instruction in Tennessee. 
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They accuse me of having stolen one of the best men in our State. 

Now, also, with me today is Dr. Roy M. Hall, who is the Assistant 
Commissioner of the Division of Statistics and Research Services. 
Dr. Hall is concerned primarily in the National Defense Act with 
title VII. 

Associated with Dr. Ha!l as head of the new Educational Media 
Branch is Dr. Kenneth D. Norberg, who is on leave from his post at 
Sacramento College where he is professor of education and coordina- 
tor of audiovisual services. 

Then we have Dr. Lloyd E. Blauch, who is the Assistant Commis- 
sioner for the Division of Higher Education. 

Then we have Mr. Allan Lichtenberger, serving as head consultant, 
who was formerly director of research, State Department of Educa- 
tion, Nebraska. 

Next we have Dr. Stanley Smith, serving as consultant, who has 
transferred from the regular statistics program of the Office of Edu- 
cation. 

And, finally, Dr. Paul Reason, specialist in records and reports, 
State School Systems Section, who has provided consultation assist- 
ance on title X. 

I believe that completes the introduction of my associates who have 
accompanied me here today. 

Mr. Bamtzy. Now, Mr. Commissioner, may I suggest, since there 
are four seats up here, that you invite some of your keymen who are 
sitting back there in the audience, to come up 7 occupy these places. 

Mr. Derrnick. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I shall be very pleased 
to do that. 

We might take Dean Elder, and Dr. Parker from the Higher Di- 
vision, and then have Mr. Muirhead: also Dr. Decker and Mr. King 
perhaps, if there are enough chairs. 

Then as the others of my associates are subject to questioning, we 
shall ask them to exchange seats, perhaps. 

[ have not introduced Mr. Jack Hughes, who is the executive officer 
in charge of fiscal services and personnel and who has much to do 
with the management of this program. Mr. Hughes is sitting on my 
left. 

I am sure that Dr. Ralph C. M. Flynt who is Assistant Commis- 
sioner for the Laws and Legislative Branch of the Office of Education, 
does not need an introduction to this committee, but I do want to 
recognize his presence and this committee has learned what a valuable 
Assistant Commissioner he is in our program. 

Mr. Battey. Now Doctor, there is still a seat or two here that I am 
sure will not be filled up by members of the subcommittee. You may 
bring some more. 

Mr. Derruick. Thank you. May I ask Mr. Bedell, Dr. Wellman, 
to take these seats; Dr. Smith, Dr. Blauch. 

The chairman has very kindly and graciously given us the privilege 
of occupying these seats up here. 

Mr. Battey. The Chair at this time recognizes Mr. Brademas. 

Mr. Brapemas. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

I think the committee members and the Commissioner of Educa- 
tion and his associates will be pleased to know we have with us today 
some very distinguished foreign visitors. 
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We have Mr. Ramkrishna Bajaj, leader of the delegation of the 
World Assembly of Youth in India. 

Mr. Bajaj is a member of the youth advisory committee of the 
Congress Party and is accompanied by Mrs. Bajaj. 

We have Mr. Ramlal Parikh, secretary of the general youth section 
Congress Party. 

Dr. G. Parikh, representative of the youth section, Praja Socialist 
Party. 

Mr. Kuriokose, president of the Catholic University Federation. 

Miss Malthie, of Indian Cultura] Association. 

Mr. Narasimiah, secretary general, Young Farmers Association. 

And Mr. Shah, young Indian industrialist. 

I know we are very happy to have all of you with us today. We 
hope very much you enjoy sitting in on the subcommittee hearing. 

Mr. Battery. Now, Doctor, you may make a preliminary statement, 
any remarks you care to have in the record, at this time. 

The Chair will insist that in the discussions of these matters, when 
we get around to the point of asking questions, we will follow closely 
the several sections of the bill. 

For instance, under general provisions we will discuss those before 
we go on to the matter of loans to students. We will take them up 
in the proper classification as they appear in the bill itself. 

Now, you may proceed, Doctor. 

Mr. Derruick. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

My opening remarks will be quite informal and relatively brief. 

I would like first to express our appreciation for the presence of 
the foreign visitors and to tell them that the Office of Education has 
a Division of International Education and we have many relation- 
ships with their country in the field of education. 

1 want to express great appreciation for this privilege. As you 
perhaps know, we have had the opportunity of having several discus- 
sions with members of the staffs of these two subcommittees and we 
had hoped that we might have this opportunity and we are very 
gratified to have it. 

Maybe I should confess, Mr. Chairman, that as I have gone about 
the country I have referred to these two subcommittees as our board 
of education. You know, it is hard for a superintendent of schools, 
school administrator, not to think in terms of a board. We have been 
very proud of our board of education and the high purposes of these 
two subcommittees in advancing the passage and working out the 
creation of the National Defense Education Act. 

It has been a great challenge to us as well as an inspiration. We 
feel that as our board, if I may use that expression, you have high ex- 
pectations of us and also you feel deeply your own responsibilities 
to the act and that is the reason for your high expectations. 

From the very outset we have felt very keenly our responsibility 
to you. We have sought to carry out the wishes and intent of the 
subcommittee and in all parts of the act including that very significant 
section, paragraph (d) in title X. 

Now, I want to say a word or two about our procedure. I think 
we have been, despite any mistakes we may have made, and all the 
complications and complexities of this far-reaching legislation, I 
think that we will havea good progress report to make today. 
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I attribute that to two significant reasons: One is that you have al- 
ready had some impression of the type and kind of key personnel 
that we have been successful in recruiting and assigning to administer 
the various titles. 

These people are people of great ability and fine reputation and 
prestige and that habeus a great advantage to us. 

Now, the other significant factor has been the two-way communi- 
cation that we have maintained around this country. We have had 
between 500 and 600 leaders in consultation with us for one or more 
days in helping to work out plans and procedures and policies so 
that as our instructions and guides go around the country these people 
recognize their own handiwork. 

We have been able to anticipate some of the problems and get ad- 
vice from every nook and corner of the country on how to meet those 
problems. 

I think there is one other factor that I should mention. I was say- 
ing to one of my predecessors, Dr. McGrath, who called by the office 
a few days ago, that I had always known that salaries had something 
to do with morale, a great deal to do with morale, and I always theo- 
retically said that. a sense of mission and hard work and keen recog- 
nition of responsibility to serve also were important factors, but I 
have never realized the extent to which that is true as I have these 
past few months with my colleagues. 

One cannot come to the Office of Education any day or any night or 
any weekend, but that you will hear the typewriters humming and 
work going on on the part of my colleagues who feel deeply their re- 
sponsibility to get this act in motion just as quickly as possible. 

I do invite you to come down and see us any night. We are working 
the way you worked when you put this legislation in shape. 

Mr. Exuiorr. Mr. Commissioner, are you still working in the halls 
as you were when I was down there a few weeks ago? 

Mr. Derruick. Chairman Elliott, we are pretty crowded, but we 
have a little more room than we did have. 

I might make this observation too, on that point. We have an 
authorization of 150 staff members in the initial appropriation. About 
288, I believe, in the full appropriation, I mean including the supple- 
mental. However, the 150 were not provided for full time during 
this initial period. So we have been doing a 288-man job with about 
101 people, so, you see what we are up against. 

That has been the reason why these people have had to serve under 
such a strenuous schedule, but they have done it with great satisfac- 
tion. 

Now, let me make just a comment about our procedure. We know 
that there are many issues and problems that come up. We have been 
all over the United States all the time and we think we are fairly 
well familiar with what these issues and problems are. 

We thought that it would take too much time to give you a little 
preliminary statement, even if it were just 4 or 5 minutes on each 
title, giving you the highlights. 

We felt that you would prefer—if you prefer otherwise, we are 
prepared to proceed otherwise—but we felt it would be a better use 
of your time 1f we would just lay ourselves open for your questions. 
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We understand each other. We expect them to be very penetrating 
questions and critical questions. That is the best way you can help 
us and that is the best way we can help you, to actually come to 
grips with the problems and the concerns and the issues that are in 
your mind. 

Moreover, I was afraid that if my key staff members here had an 
opportunity to make a little opening statement as you have given me 
the privilege of making, that it might turn out to be like the little 
boy who asked his father a question. His father said, “I am busy now, 
don’t bother me. Ask your mother.” 

Whereupon the little boy replied, “Frankly, father, I don’t want to 
know that much about it.” 

So I was afraid we might overwhelm you with our introductory 
statements on these titles and, therefore, Mr. Chairman, we are avail- 
able here for your questions. Then we will be sure to spend the time 
talking about the things you are most interested in. 

Mr. Baury. Very well, Mr. Commissioner, we will take you at 
your word. 

The Chair would like to inquire if your department has any recom- 
mendations as to any change in the declaration of policy of this 
legislation ¢ 

Mr. Dertuick. We think it is a wonderful statement of policy and 
in speeches and in articles we have called special attention to this state- 
ment of policy and we have indicated that it is not the ordinary state- 
ment of policy that precedes a bill; it is a statesmanlike presentation 
and we are just as proud of it as we can be, sir. 

Mr. Barry. Then in section 101 have we made proper provision to 
limit the role of the Federal Government ? 

Mr. Derrnick. Mr. Chairman, we think that that is quite adequate, 
particularly since that is our spirit; that reflects our spirit and our 
attitude. 

Mr. Baitey. To go down to section 103 the Chair would call the 
attention of the committee to the definitions on page 3 of the bill. 

Already we have admitted Alaska, which is there referred to as a 
Territory, into the Union. 

There is every possibility before this session ends we will have ad- 
mitted Hawaii. We will make a notation that that change should be 
made in the bill. 

Mr. Dertruick. The Bureau of the Budget, as I understand, is mak- 
ing up a package bit of legislation to take care of all these points as it 
affects the whole Government. 

Mr. Batiey. That is an idea, but I do not always agree with every- 
thing that the Budget Bureau does. 

Mr. Derruick. I am interested in your observation, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Tompson. What is the Bureau of the Budget doing, Mr. 
Derthick ? 

Mr, Derruick. I understand that the Bureau of the Budget is 
drawing up a package proposal, to take into account the admission 
of Alaska as a State in all legislation that affects the Federal 
Government. 

Mr. THomrson. Give them some promissory note for some help in 
3 or 4 years. 
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Mr. Exuiorr. My recollection is, Mr. Chairman, that last year 
Alaska was admitted before we passed the National Defense Educa- 
tion Act, or the enabling legislation was passed, and we specifically 
did not rewrite that section because it was felt that Alaska ought 
to be taken care of all across the board in all of these acts that apply. 

It was thought that at that time that would be the best way to 
take care of this particular item. 

Mr. Baitey. Now, does anyone have any suggestions as to the 
change in the definition of the terms used in the legislation’ If they 
have, mention it right now. 

[If not, we will pass on to title Il. If there is no need of clarifying 
there, we are now to title I1, which is “Loans to students and institu- 
tions for higher education,” appropriation authorized, and that is the 
meat of the whole problem as I understand, coming right in the first 
paragraph. 

Mr. Frevincuuysen. Mr. Chairman, if we are having a progress 
report to the Senate on which we have been able to get started, a pro- 
gram of this kind, I do not want to disagree with anybody, including 
the Commissioner, but it does seem to me that we do need a quick run- 
down on each of these titles, particularly on the loan program. 

We have had considerable publicity about the popularity of the 
loans and certain deficiencies that make some institutions refuse to 
apply and so on. I would think that a thumbnail sketch at least 
would be of great importance to us even if it does give the individual 
menibers of your team an opportunity to sound off. 

Mr. Derruick. Mr. Chairman, we are certainly here for your pref- 
erence on that point. We are quite prepared to give a thumbnail 
rundown. 

Mr. Bautxy. The Chair has no objection to the suggestion of the 
gentleman from New Jersey, so if you will have your man in charge 
of your student-loan program take over right now we will all be 
good listeners while he does some talking, if he does not talk too 
long. 

Mr. Derruick. We will have Dr. Babbidge and Mr. Muirhead do 
thisasateam. 

Do you wish to say a word first, Dr. Babbidge ¢ 

Mr. Baspiper. I will say initially only this: That we have disbursed 
the $6 million thus far made available for student loans. 

That progress can be reported as fact. 

_ Mr. Battery. Now, the Chair would be interested right at this point 
in knowing the total amount dollarwise of the number of students 
who have applied for loans. What could you have used for the re-. 
mainder of this year 

Mr. Bassinere. The institutional requests submitted to the Com- 
missioner totaled approximately $62 million for the current fiscal 
year, 

Mr. Battery. Now, the committee is to understand that universities 
and colleges, institutions of higher learning, are participating to the 
extent that you would need $62 million to grant the loans that have 
been requested. 

Mr. Baseiper. In order to meet the needs as identified by the insti- 
tutions we would have to have $62 million; that is correct. 





10 NATIONAL DEFENSE EDUCATION ACT OF 1958 


Mr. Batrey. Right at this point I am advised that the Department 
is asking for a supplemental appropriation for the remainder of this 
fiscal year and that, [ understand, is $25 million; is that correct ‘ 

Mr. Derruick. That is right; $25 million. 

Mr. Bairey. Will that be adequate ? 

Mr. Derruicx. Mr. Chairman, in the President’s budget message 
there is this language, referring to this legislation, that pending fur- 
ther experience with it, which opens the door for us to come back 
for supplementals as needed, we are still very new in this program. 

It is true that the institutions have indicated that they will need 
$62 million. Many of these institutions, probably several hundred 
of them, have never had loan programs before. 

We feel that we need more experience with it before coming to a 
firm decision as to just how much we ought to ask for, but we feel 
assured on that point inasmuch as the President has opened the door 
for us to come back and, if experience shows that we really need this 
additional money, to ask for it. 

Mr. Battery. That explanation probably covers the remainder of 
this fiscal year, but when I look into your upcoming budget for 1959- 
60, I see the same total of $31 million which would be the $6 million 
you already got, plus $25 million in the supplemental. 

So your proposals for the next year are the same as for the current 
year. 

Mr. Derruick. That is true. 

Mr. Bamery. Are those your Department figures, or are those the 
Budget officer’s figures ¢ 

Mr. Derrutck. Well, they have cleared all the way through. 

Again we feel reassurance there, Mr. Chairman, when that estimate 
was made up we had not had the actual requests of the institutions. 
So we feel reassured and intend to come back and seek supplementals 
in the amount necessary to meet this obligation. 

Mr. THomrson. Will you yield, Mr. Chairman? 

Mr. Battery. I will yield and I want the members to participate in 
this. I will yield to Mr. Thompson at present and then to you, Mr. 
Frelinghuysen. 

Mr. THompson. The allocations which have been made under this 
act might be capable of explanation, but from the information which 
I have received, some of them are just incredible, and it might be 
because of section 203 of the act, or 202, the administration of it, in 
which case we will have to do something about it. 

I have information, for instance, that there have been amounts in 
some cases of allocations of under $100. 

Mr. Derruics. Yes. 

Mr. Tuomrson. I have a communication from the State of Mon- 
tana in which Montana State College was allocated $2,979, notwith- 
standing that they have 40 percent of all the students enrolled in six 
units of their university system, and 34 percent of all students enrolled 
in the public and private higher educational institutions in that State. 

The allotment to Montana State College was 12.65 percent of the 
total State allotment of $23,000. 

I understand that they wired your department and heard from Mr. 
Muirhead, asking whether there was an error because Montana State 
University, of Missoula, had 500 fewer students than Montana State 
College, but was allocated $10,400 although they requested $10,000. 
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Apparently it was explained, at least according to their understand- 
ing that because of a deficiency in section 203 of the act there was no 
alternative available. 

I would like to go to the entire system of the allocations of moneys. 
This is not, as I understand it, an unusual situation. 

For instance, in North Carolina, the University of North Carolina 
with 22,777 students, got $7,100. 

North Carolina State College, at Raleigh, with 4,500 students got 
$6,400. 

Mr. Fretincuuysen. Before we get the witnesses to comment, it 
dloes seem to me this underlines the importance of a thumbnail sketch 
from the people primarily concerned as to the difficulties in the admin- 
istration or the way in which it has been handled. 

Mr. Tompson. I agree, but I thought the thumbnail section has 
been given. 

Mr. Frecincuvuysen. Dr. Babbidge has not opened his mouth yet. 

Mr. THompson. Doctor, will you please open your mouth? 

Mr. Fretinenuysen. We have not given him much of a chance. 

Mr. Tuomeson. I quite agree. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. Frevincuvuysen. | have nothing more to say. I will be glad to 
yield to Dr. Babbidge. 

Mr. THompson. Mr. Chairman, may I have the floor back after Dr. 
Babbidge has opened his mouth ? 

Mr. Battey. Yes. 

Mr. Bassinet. We have confronted a great many complexities in 
the act and have endeavored to interpret them into active, going 
programs. 

Mr. Battey. Will you elevate your voice an octave or two? 

Dr. Bassiner. I will try. 

We have been involved in resolving a number of issues in connection 
with each of these titles. I think that if I were to explore in an 
expository fashion each one of those problems, it would be really very 
time consuming. 

I think Mr. Thompson has touched on the point most under ques- 
tion with regard to title II and it might be well for me to take just a 
minute to explain how we did undertake the allocation of funds among 
institutions within each State. 

Section 202 of the act, as you recall, provides that funds are to be 
allotted to the States on the basis of their relative share of the full-time 
enrollment in U.S. colleges and universities. 

_ Section 203, however, which goes to the subject of allotments to 
institutions within each State, provides that the amounts alloted to 
individual institutions shall be based upon the amounts requested by 
the institutions. 

_ Now, this has led to some misunderstanding on the part of the 
institutions themselves. I think many assumed, without a clear under- 
standing of the provisions of the act, that allotment within the State 
would be based in the same way that allotments to the States were, 
namely, on relative full enrollment. 

I think those institutions that have expressed surprise at the amounts 
allotted to institutions have not been fully mindful of the fact that the 
amount requested by the institutions has served as a basis for making 
ullotments to institutions. 
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Mr. TuHompson. In the case of Montana State University at Mis- 
soula, they requested $10,000 and were allocated $10,468. 

Mr. Bassiner. I think that must be a clerical error, Mr. Thompson. 
We did apply a standard percentage to every institution in the State 
of Montana, a percentage of their request. There may have been some 
misunderstanding as to the amount requested. 

I don’t know whether Mr. Muirhead has the Montana figures with 
him. 

Mr. Mourrueap. I do not. 

Mr. Bassincr. We will be happy to provide you with that infor- 
mation at an early date. 

Mr. THompson. In other words, you do not think that the infor- 
mation I have is correct? 

Mr. Bassiner. Unless we ourselves made a clerical or mathematical 
error in the State of Montana. 

Mr. Derruick. May I say, Mr. Thompson, that I think you put 
your finger on the key issue in title II and that issue which has had 
more misunderstanding than any other aspect of the National Defense 
Education Act. 

Now, I have an idea that there is a mistake in that particular point 
you bring up, but I do think you put your finger on the major issue 
and we night go ahead and treat it, the issue being the manner of 
distribution and allocation of funds within a State. 

We know that to the States it is done on a ratio of the number of 
students, but after it gets within a State it is done on the basis of 
institutional need in terms of requests by the instituion and people in 


this country have ne Sse so accustomed to a per capita 


distribution that that has been confusing to them. 

Mr. Tuompson. In this case I have from another source the U.S. 
Department of Health, Education, and Welfare advance release for 
Tuesday, February 3, issued with the letters HEW-—J-20, in which 
Montana State University has been allocated, it says, $10,468. 

So the only possibility of error would be in the amount requested 
by them. Their letter to me says they requested $10,000. That might 
not be so. 

Mr. Derruick. I think there must be some mistake on that. They 
probably requested much more than $10,000. 

Now, why don’t Dr. Babbidge and Mr. Muirhead go right into this 
major issue? Why is it that some institutions got $300 with 7,000 
students, and maybe another institution got the initial allocation, 
$5,000, with no more students than that. 

That is, in simple terms, the issue. 

Mr. Bassiner. I think the explanation is a relatively simple one. 
The relative needs of institutions for student loan funds vary greatly. 
In the course of our experience with this program we have found 
instances of large and highly reputable institutions who have asked 
us for literally hundreds of thousands of dollars in student loan funds. 

On the other hand, we are aware of equally large and equally highly 
regarded institutions who have asked us for nothing. 

We have taken this to mean that some institutions need more than 
others and are more interested in obtaining loan funds on these terms 
than are other institutions. 





NATIONAL DEFENSE EDUCATION ACT OF 1958 13 


We have assumed all along that the Congress based its action here 
on the assumption that institutional needs for student loan funds 
would vary greatly from institution to institution. 

If I may illustrate the cases of Amherst College and Williams 
College, virtually identical institutions in terms of size, makeup of 
student body, the resources for lending money for students. 

One requested a substantial sum; the other requested none. 

We take this to mean that one felt a need for, and an interest in, 
obtaining these funds, and the other did not. 

Mr. THompson. Doctor, may I interrupt you ? 

Mr. Baspiper. Yes. 

Mr. Tuompson. This has not yet been reported. I recognize the 
difficulty that my colleague from New Jersey raised, but is not one 
of the factors, which we will get to later, the so- called loyalty oath. 

Mr. Baspsiner. Dean Elder is an alumnus of Williams College and 
may know. 

Mr. THompson. I do not know in this specific instance but I know 
that Princeton University, Swarthmore, and others, because of the 
existence of the loyalty oath, which was put in in conference by 
Senator Mundt, they do not want to participate. 

We will discuss that later, but this might be an explanation as to 
why some of these institutions have not applied. 

Mr. Bassrner. There may be a partial explanation. There are 
some 600 colleges and universities throughout the country who have 
not applied to us for loan funds. 

Mr. Dertuick. We thought perhaps there might be 500 or 600 
institutions interested in this program. We were amazed and over- 
whelmed when 1,230 actually made application and are participating. 

I don’t believe that discouraged many institutions. 

Mr. Exxiorr. The testimony before our committee last year was to 
the effect that we would probably get 700 loan applications from col- 
leges. Instead we got 1,240; is that correct ? 

Mr. Derruick. 1,227. 

Mr. Bapsiper. We even sent out a questionnaire last fall in an effort 
to ascertain the extent of interest in this program, and the results of 
that questionnaire indicated that some 800 institutions would partici- 
pate and that their needs would approximate the amount authorized 
for the first year. 

So there has been a considerable increase in interest in this program 
even since last fall. 

Mr. Batter. May I inquire at this point, To what extent do you 
find the colleges and universities hesitating about participating in the 
program ? 

For instance, I have in mind a college located in our State capital, 
Charleston, W. Va., Morris Harvey, enrollment of 1,200 or 1,300. They 
said they applied to your Department. The most they could possibly 
get was $14,000, and they said that would not pay them to bother 
setting up a program if they could only get $14,000. 

The only axpls nation I could offer them was that the lack of money 
or failure to appropriate the proper amount of money had cut their 
allotment for this year. 

Do you find that to be true, that they do not want to bother with 
it because of the small, insignificant amounts ? 


37376—39——2 
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Mr. Bassince. I am not aware of any significant lack of participa- 
tion on that account. 

Mr. TuHompson. Doctor, in the course of your explaining these 
allocations, I am totally unable to understand how the State Teachers 
College at North Adams, Mass., which may have just three students, 
was allocated $51 and that Quincy Junior College at Quincy, Mass., 
was allocated $86. 

Mr. Frevincnuysen. Is it not true that every institution is getting 
about one-tenth of what they requested? If they request a relatively 
modest amount, but think they are going to get it all, they get a rude 
shock when they get $86. 

But if somebody knows enough about the way of Washington to 
realize that the language of the act depends on what you request only, 
they will request 10 times as much because they realize only one-tenth 
of the amount has been appropriated that theoretically is authorized 
under the act; is that not the basic answer ? 

Mr. Bassiper. I think that is a perfectly fair statement of the case. 

I don’t think any institution, that is, we have no knowledge that 
any institution deliberately inflated its request for the purpose of 
getting a larger share. 

Mr. TuHompson. Even if they did, what good is $51 to them, not- 
withstanding that it is one-tenth ? 

Now, Mr. Frelinghuysen, what way of Washington brings this $51 
to accounting? 

Mr. Frevincnuysen. Because the formula applied across the board 
for every institution results in that amount of money. 

Mr. Tuompson. Do you agree that is sensible? 

Mr. Frevincuuysen. That is not for the Department to apply. 

Mr. THompson. You mean there is no flexibility in this act, that 
you must assign one-tenth of 1 percent of their request ? 

How much does it cost to go through the process of making this 
determination and of sending $51 up there ? 

Mr. Fiynv. Section 203(a) governs the Department in its distribu- 
tion of funds. It states we shall distribute on the basis of the requests. 

If you will read the sentence there it will show you, as Mr. Fre- 
linghuysen says, that is how it comes out. 

We are to take the sums alloted within the State and distribute 
them on a percentage basis in relationship to the total requests made 
by institutions within the State. 

We got $6 million. This amounted to about one-tenth of the total 
amount requested by the institutions, if no errors were made by them 
and by us, and we are human beings and fallible, they would normally 
get 10 percent of what they asked. 

Weare just administering the act in the manner in which it is written. 

Mr. THompson. I am not undertaking to harass you. I take from 
your statement, however, that the language of this act in your opinion 
is so inflexible that it results in such absurdities as I have outlined. 

Mr. Fiynvt. Not altogether so. 

Mr. Tuomrson. What other explanation can there be for your send- 
ing $51 to an educational institution? Certainly, Dr. Flynt, I know 
you well enough to know that you know it is not enough to do anybody 
any good. Except for the language of the act under which you feel 
compelled to do it, you would not send that much money. 
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Mr. Fiynvr. May I say one further thing? Six million dollars is 
not a very large sum to try to work against when you have $60 million 
of requests and $47,500,000 authorization. 

I think we were all here when the committee enacted this provi- 
sion. You were not thinking in terms of our having to work with $6 
million. 

Mr. THompson. Indeed we were not. What we are trying to do 
now is to examine the act and its administration with a view to cor- 
recting these things. 

Mr. Friynr. We should look at it also against the background of 
what would happen if we had $47 million and in the second year 
we had the full amount. 

I think the process we went through, Mr. Chairman, Mr. Babbidge 
can describe. We made some effort to make some type of adjust- 
ment. After all, there is some limitation on what we can do. 

Mr. THompson. It just seems to me we are in a pretty sad state if 
we have an act and even if we are limited to $6 million, that we have 
to go through these ridiculous motions. 

The act might compel you to do it, and if it does, it should be 
amended, but to go through all of these motions and end up sending 
somebody $51 just seems to me completely out of this world. 

Mr. Baxsiner. I just want to say that if one looks upon the $51, and 
I think that is the most extremely low figure we have, if one thinks 
of that as the first payment on an account that is to grow with future 
a, <i, pecan it does not seem quite so ridiculous. 

To be sure, it is a very small sum and it is difficult for me as it is 
for you to imagine that that much money for loans will be of sig- 
nificance to the institution. 

Mr. Tuompson. The college can match their share of the $51 by 
breaking open a piggy bank. 

Mr. Derruick. Mr. Thompson, may I say this in simple terms. I 
think the trouble is in the newness of the act and in the lack of the 
experience of the institutions in working with it. 

The money is distributed by the States on a per capita basis. 
Everybody understands it, everybody is accustomed to it. 

A great many people who are disturbed by this would like for the 
money to be distributed among the institutions in the State on the 
same basis, but I think the committee was very wise in not providing 
that method of distribution and I think our experience wilbess out 
the wisdom of the committee. 

cven our experience at this early stage. For example, the same 
college that is dissatisfied because maybe it got $3,000 when it needed 
$30,000, or even more, would have been quite satisfied to have figured, 
well, we have 5 percent of the college students in this State and we 
will be satisfied with 5 percent of the money coming to our State. 

They might have 2,000 students. Here is another institution that 
had 2,000 students that would get exactly the same amount of money 
they did, but the second institution, the circumstances of the student 
body in that institution would be such that they would need $1,000. 
Yet under the per capita distribution plan they distributed as much 
money to the first institution as the second. 

Now, this committee provided that the money should be based upon 
the needs of each institution and assumed that each institution would 
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know best about its needs. Despite the fact we worked out regula- 
tions and instructions as carefully as we knew how, we think we can 
do a better job there. 

We conducted 9 regional meetings in the United States at which 
4,000 representatives of higher institutions of learning attended. We 
discussed this thing in sectional group meetings over and over again. 

Despite all that effort the program is still so new that a lot of people 
could not get it out of their heads that this should be a per capita 
thing and they figured how much they should get on a per capita 
basis and based their request on that amount. 

Now, if we can have time enough to get everybody to understand 
the plan of distribution and allocation that the committee, I think, 
wisely devised, we are going to have adjustments in this situation 
rather speedily. 

For example, when the next allocation goes out that is going to 
make a lot of people feel better. Then in April they are going to 
be submitting their requests for the 1960 allocation coming up after 
the first of July, and out of this experience an institution is going 
to know that it needs to sit down, as we have tried to tell them to 
do, and figure out what their needs are and to make their requests in 
terms of their carefully considered needs. 

When they do that, the adjustments are going to take place. That 
is one of the built-in features for the adjustment in this act. 

The fact that when they make their second request, if they have 
asked for too much money the first time, they maybe won’t need any 

ayment the next time and there will be more money to go to these 
institutions who have asked for too little. 

Those who have asked for too little may increase their request. 

Now, this is not something that slipped up on us at all. Our people 
anticipated this issue weeks before it came to a head. We invited 
in the executive secretaries of all the higher educational institutions 
in Washington, about 10 or 12 of them, I believe, we went over the 
problem with them for several hours in the same spirit of getting all 
the consultation we could. 

After thinking through these problems, these gentlemen, heads 
of higher education associations, came to the conclusion that the 
committee was correct in its plan for allocation. 

Mr. THompson. I think it might be correct and I cannot take any 
issue with the general statement that you have made. 

I just fail to understand, however, how it could have been allowed, 
either by us or by you in the administration of it, to take off in 
such a manner. 

Your statement does not alter the fact that you have taken your 
$6 million and scattered in sort of a shotgun way, perhaps because 
of the requirements of the act, all over the country. 

The figures which I cited as the two low ones are, as near as I can 
tell, indeed the low ones. But there are a great many here with one 
hundred, two hundred, and three hundred dollars. 

Apparently what you are saying is that if we get the amount of 
money and somehow or other you can convince the Director of the 
Budget, who apparently is running this and other agents by his 
control of the purse strings, to allocate large sums of money, then 
it has built-in stabilizers and the thing will be a good act. 
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This would be so in the case of Public Laws 815 and 874, for instance, 
if they requested 100 percent of the moneys they needed under the act 
instead of 85 percent. 

But that is understandable ; this is not, so far. 

Mr. Derruick. Except this, with 1,231 institutions participating 
in anew program, it is understandable to me why some of them would 
not grasp the procedure, the technique, for making their request. 

For all of those institutions that got the correct idea about how to 
do this thing-——— 

Mr. TuHompson. Would you explain what the correct idea is’ Maybe 
I am as dumb as all these college presidents must have been. 

Mr. Bassrper. I think we can explain to your satisfaction precisely 
how it was done, Mr. Thompson. I will say that the amount of money, 
the adequacy of the sum of money made available to institutions under 
this program can be judged alone in terms of the amount that the 
institution said it needed. 

If they underestimated its needs or misstated its needs, in some 
way, then it is entirely possible that injustice has been done. 

Mr. THompson. Take the college to which you allocated $51. What 
mistake did it make ? 

Mr. Baseiper. Assuming it was an average institution taking the 
national picture and applying national percentages here, we have re- 
quested for $62 million; we had $6 million to distribute. 

We were able to meet on the average across the country one-tenth 
of the requests. 

I would infer from that that that institution reported to us that its 
a for national defense student-loan funds this year amounted to 
$500. 

hey got one-tenth of what they asked for. 

Mr. Tuomrson. Then it was not really their fau!t. You do not 
take the position that they should have divided up the $6 million avail- 
able and requested their share of that ? 

Mr. Bassinee. I don’t at all. 

Mr. DerrutcK. Some of them made mistakes by doing that. 

Mr. Bassrncr. I think some institutions failed to give us for one 
reason or another an accurate estimate of their needs. That may be 
true in the case of this institution. 

But assuming that the statement of needs were correct and it ap- 
proximated $500, they got the same share of the amount they said 
they needed that every other institution in that State got. 

Mr. Tompson. And because the $6 million would not go any fur- 
ther than it did, you had to arrive at this percentage; is that so? 

Mr. Basser. That is correct. P 

Mr. Tuompson. I know I am imposing on the time of the committee, 
but this is really a critical section, this and the loyalty section. 

Is there anything in the act which you consider compels you to make 
the distribution, no matter what percentage it is, of their request ? 

In other words, did you feel that the act required you to send out $51. 

_Mr. Barpwer. I think it should be pointed out that if that institu- 
tion received more than $51 on the basis of the amount requested that 
additional money would have had to be taken away from some institu- 
tion applying in the State. 
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We have no authority to treat any institution in a different way in 
any State than we treat another. 

{r. Tuompson. In other words, the act would compel you, once you 
had arrived at your proportion for it ? 

Mr. Derruick. Mr. Chairman, we have not given the man who has 
immediate responsibility for the administration of this title a chance, 
Could we give him a chance now, Mr. Muirhead ? 

Mr. Tuompson. I would like to make one more comment. 

If what you say is correct, this act is going to compel the institutions 
to be dishonest. If they know that they are going to get X percentage 
of what they request, are they not going to quadruple their requests! 

Mr. Derruick. We don’t think so. We think as they learn what 
this means and how it operates—for example, only last Tuesday the 
Federal Relations Committee on Legislation of the American Council 
on Education heard our people discuss this problem at their invitation 
for nearly a half a day. When they got through with the discussion 
they sent out a notice to all the institutions that. we feel that no changes 
should be made in this act at this time. 

Mr. GrirFin. I would like to supplement some of the remarks. I can 
relate a specific instance where a college in good faith send out a ques- 
tionnaire to its students. On the basis of this questionnaire it re- 
quested some $300,000. It is reflected in here in the $62 million that 
they needed $300,000. 

Later, as the requirements of the program became better known and 
the student realized the fact that they had to disclose information 
about things needed and things of that sort, when it actually came 
down to making the loans and taking into consideration the grades of 
the students involved, this institution which only got $30,000, or some 
such figure under this allotment, or that they could use a little more, 
but it did not need anywhere near what it requested in good faith. 

I think we ought to keep in mind that the requested amount, even 
in this instance, does not necessarily reflect the need. 

It may be much less than $62 million. 

Mr. Derruick. That is what the American Council Committee, com- 
posed, I suppose, of about 30 leaders in American education, said. 
This thing is new. We believe that it is sound; it should not have 
changes. 

As the colleges have experience with it and with these built-in adjust- 
ments and the supplemental appropriations it is going to work itself 
out. 

I can understand perfectly the irritation, annoyances, and resent- 
ment of a college president who maybe expected to get $500 and got 
$50. It is ridiculous. 

But it seems to me in a program as big and as far reaching as this, 
with the complexities and nuisances that it has, that it is one of the 
natural consequences of those circumstances and it will work out. 

Mr. Chairman, we have not given Mr. Muirhead a chance to speak. 

Mr. Baitry. I recognize the gentleman here and let him complete 
his statement before we interrupt him. 

Mr. Murrueap. My name is Peter Muirhead. I think perhaps we 
could put this in a little better perspective if we in the few short months 
that the program has been in effect, see that there are 2,700 institutions 
participating in the program; that it has been embraced by the col- 
leges and universities in a manner no one expected it to be. 
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Mr. Battey. Could I remind you to get your voice up a little bit! 

Mr. Murrueap. Yes, sir. 

That the colleges and universities have differing needs so far as 
student needs are concerned. 

This committee very wisely recognized that by writing that into the 
act. 

This is the first time, this is the first go-around; there are many 
institutions, for example, that have adequate programs and did not 
need Federal funds at this time. 

There are many institutions that needed but a small amount of 
Federal funds. 

The institution which has been referred to as getting $51 allocation 
apparently assessed its needs and decided what they needed for this 
fiscal year was $500. They got 10 percent, as each other institution 
did. 

I think that it was very wise in indicating that the allocation to 
institutions shall be determined on the basis of institutional requests. 

The institution itself is the best judge of what its student needs are. 
As their needs change they will have an opportunity each year to make 
a new request. If they do make a request which seems to give them 
more money than they can use, the committee again very wisely built 
into the law a provision for preventing unnecessary accumulation at 
any institution. 

Mr. THompson. On that score, who determines whether the requests 
are fair, just, reasonable, or excessive ? 

Mr. Bappsipce. The Commissioner of Education on this first go- 
around injected a rule of reasonableness with regard to the requests. 

Mr. THoomrson. By administration / 

Mr. Bassiner. That is right. I can report to you that the requests 
initially amounted to $79 million. 

We reviewed them in terms of their reasonableness, in terms of 
their comparison with other institutions, and we asked 300 institutions 
if they would reassess their needs in the light of that. 

The Commissioner is not empowered to reduce the requests, but 
we did approach them and 300 did reduce their requests. 

Mr. Dertuick. I might say further in that regard, it is not an 
arbitrary action we could take. We have no authority to reduce re- 
quests ; it is persuasion and reason. 

It is remarkable that these 300 institutions that were way in the 
top bracket, without exception, voluntarily reduced their requests. 

_ I think that is an indication of not only their desire to cooperate, but 
in the a. ajar with this program they were not sure of this ground. 

When he saw they were so far above the median of the United States, 
they very gradually reduced it. ' 

As an indication of how little time here will bring adjustment and 
understanding, Dr. Babbidge showed me a little note from a college 
president just after I came into the hearing room. It happens to be 
from a man who sent the first telegram of protest while the thing was 
still under consideration. In the time that has passed since, he comes 
to a fine understanding and expresses his appreciation for the way we 
are handling the problem. 

Mr. Werr. Mr. Chairman, following the comment of my colleague, 

r. Thompson of New Jersey, I want to refer to the State of Minne- 
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sota because I think I remember when this act was enacted into law 
and was under discussion here, the intent and the concept not to let the 
Federal Government get too deep into this program by functions, and 
each State would be requested to set up a commission to review the 
demand and the needs from the State, from the university down, and 
if there was any exorbitant demands or any information that the 
Department ought to know that this Commission would put a stamp 
of approval or disapproval on the allocation allotted to the various 
schools. 

Is that the administration of this bill?) Does your Department have 
the final voice. 

Mr. Derruicx. The institution really has the final voice. Each 
institution, Mr. Chairman, estimates its needs and makes its request. 

Mr. Wetr. To whom? 

Mr. Derruick. To the Commissioner of Education. 

Mr. Weir. In the State? 

Mr. Derrnick. No; in the United States Office of Education. 

Mr. Weir. I thought we set up commissions; in the State of Minne- 
sota we have a commission. It has been set up to correlate and to 
coordinate the work of this program in the State of Minnesota. 

Mr. Derruicx. That is not required by the law. I think it isa 
very commendable practice for the State to do that. 

Mr. Wetr. What is the Department of Education of the State of 
Minnesota, what is its connection or relation to this program ? 

Mr. Derruick. Only as it exercises leadership in its own State. It 
does not have any legal basis. 

Mr. Battery. May the Chair advise the gentleman now discussing 
that provision of the act, it was considered by the committee and 
voted out by the committee, the idea of the commissions. Why, I do 
not recall now, but it was considered in the subcommittee and elimi- 
nated there by vote. 

Mr. Wer. That is news to me. 

Mr. Dertuick. Dr. Babbidge? 

Mr. Baspince. Mr. Chairman, may I answer Mr. Thompson’s earlier 
question. 

Mr. Batzey. I do not want you to continue the discussion with the 
gentleman from New Jersey too long. If you have not completed 
your statement you go ahead. 

Mr. Baspiner. I simply wanted to enter into the record a state- 
ment of fact with regard to the application from Montana State 
University. 

Mr. Battery. Go ahead. 

Mr. Bassipcr. The amount requested by the Montana State Uni- 
versity according to the application form in our office is $65,000. 

The amount allocated to them was $10,468. 

Mr. Toomrson. What percentage of these allocations isthat? That 
is more than 10 percent ? 

Mr. Baxpince. That is more than 10 percent, but I think it should 
be made clear that we spoke earlier in terms of national averages. 

Because funds are allotted to the States on the basis of relativet full- 
time enrollment there is great variation among States in the percentage 
of requests we were able to satisfy with the initial appropriation. It 
ranges from 4.1 percent in South Dakota to 35.9 percent in Delaware, 
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that is the percent of institutional requests we were able to meet out 
of the State’s allotments based on relative full-time enrollment. 

In the State of Montana we were able to meet 16.1 percent of each 
institution. 

Mr. Barry. The Chair has a question at this time. 

To what extent does the Federal Commissioner of Education de- 
termine who is eligible for those loans back in the institution? Is 
that all done by the institution ? 

Mr. Derruick. That is all done by the institution, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Barney. The most severe complaint I have coming from the 
students at our own university at Morgantown, and they are partici- 
pating, is the fact that they are not making any loans except to those 
inthe upper one-third of the class standing in the university. 

Now I do not believe it was the intention of the Congress that con- 
ditions like that be set up. 

For instance, one young man who happens to be the son of a neigh- 
bor of mine, is taking law at West Virginia University, In order 
to help him earn money to get him through there he is carrying on a 
laundry concession of some kind. 

Now with all that work he has to do to try to work his way through 
college, does that young man have a fair break with a student who 
happens to be in the upper class standing that can devote all of his 
time and does not have to do any work at all? Do you see the ad- 
vantage you are taking of the very people that the Congress thought 
they were trying to assist in acquiring an education. 

Mr. THomrson. This could play hobs with their football teams. 

Mr. Derruick. It is the institution that determines who receives 
the loan. They have a guide here from the act, in which they do give 
special consideration to a student with superior academic background 
who expresses a desire to teach in elementary and secondary schools 
and student whose academic background indicates a superior capacity 
or preparation in science, mathematics, engineering, or modern for- 
eign language. 

But these are not compelling, mandatory. They are expected to 
give special consideration, but the institution makes its decision. 

Mr. Ftynt. It is quite possible that with the small amount of money 
the University of West Virginia chose to give special consideration to 
these groups, both of which are governed high academic standards 
in the act. 

Mr. Frevineuuysen. I would like to get back to this question of 
Federal control because there that is sure to come up in other sections 
of the bill in any case. 

I do think we need to have a better understanding, or perhaps we do, 
as to what we have in the law, and what it is perhaps that Mr. Thomp- 
son is suggesting we should have. 

He asked a question as to whether the distribution as it has been 
set up in the department does not result in a shotgun approach. He 
implied that there should have been some discretion, some ability on 
your part, to withhold very small allocations, such as $51. 

My question is whether it was not—I do not know whether I should 
ask you that, or whether we should be asking ourselves that— whether 
it was not in an effort to keep that kind of discretion from you that we 
said the institutions are to determine how much should be requested. 
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If we had allowed it, you might have eliminated entirely a request for 
$500 to set up a loan program. 

What kind of an institution would have a need for that small, even 
if it got the full amount, but there is no provision in the law that would 
allow you to do that. 

Is it your feeling that that lack of discretion, that lack of flexibility 
as Mr. Thompson calls it, is a weakness or a strength? Does that 
result in a shotgun approach ? 

Mr. Derruicxk. I might say in writing a memorandum to the insti- 
tutions after these allocations went out and reexplaining the process, 
I called attention to the fact that certainly as far as the administration 
was concerned we would be openminded about the idea of proposing 
an amendment. I cautioned them. I said if you make a change in 
this law then you are going to get away from what we sought so care- 
fully to retain, the institutional control and avoiding any Federal 
control. 

In other words, we do not control the situation; it is determined by 
the institution. 

If we had the authority to enter into the picture we would be ina 
position, in the minds of many, of making arbitrary judgments and 
substituting our judgment for the judgment of the institution. 

With regard to the idea of Federal control generally, I happen to 
be one who is thoroughly convinced that the Federal Government can 
aid the States and institutions and local school systems in keeping with 
our tradition of State and local control of education, and we have 
prided ourselves in every step we have taken in preserving local and 
State control. 

In the very guides and policies that it has been necessary for us 
to issue we have done those in consultation with the professional 
leadership of this country. 

When it came to a question of interpretation of the law we sought 
the aid of our counsel meticulously in making a sound interpretation 
which would be a liberal interpretation and an interpretation which 
would not invite criticism of Federal control. 

You are exactly right, Mr. Frelinghuysen, that this act as it is now 
written and particularly as we are discussing title IT, does avoid every 
semblance of control or influence on our part. 

Mr. FrELINGHUYSEN. Suppose we gave you the discretion to with- 
hold altogether any allocation of funds because the amount was too 
small, or because you thought the program was inadequate, would 
that not of necessity oblige you to exert very direct control / 

Mr. Derrnick. I would dislike very much to see the Commissioner 
of Education given that authority and responsibility. 

Mr. THomeson. So would I. 

Mr. FreLiIncHuysEN. How would you avoid it? What is this shot- 
gun approach, Mr. Thompson. How would you avoid the undesirable 
effects of giving $51 to an institution unless you gave the Department 
authority to withhold the money. 

Mr. Tuompson. I do not know, but I am not so afraid of Federal 
control that I think that the committee could not say that unless there 
is an allocation enough to grant at least one student a loan, he should 
hold the money in escrow until there is. 

I do not know that that is the solution. I am not so much afraid 
of Federal control here; I think, however, that we have Federal con- 
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trol in the loyalty section of the act. I propose to repeal that section. 

Mr. Bartey. We will discuss that when we get down to that. 

Mr. Frevincuuysen. Basically, is it not your feeling, to get back 
to this section, that adequate amounts of money would solve a large 
part of the problem which individual institutions may have with 
respect to the first installment ? “ae 

Mr. DerruicK. Experience on the part of the institutions and our 
part, and adequate amounts of money, will completely resolve this 
problem. : . . 

Mr. Tuomeson. I think that isso. I just hope now that the Budget 
Bureau recommends an adequate amount. 

Chairman Barpen. Mr. Chairman, would not an adequate amount 
of money solve most of our problems. 

Mr. Battey. Yes. 

Chairman Barpen. It would mine. 

Mr. Derruick. I do want to register very strongly, Mr. Chairman, 
the feeling that the institutions by and large have given complete 
cooperation to this problem. It has been a great satisfaction to work 
with them. 

Mr. Wrer. Let me ask this question in connection with the state- 
ment just made over there. I think you would have a reaction if 
you did not give them the time they had coming. However, my ques- 
tion is: Under the law, is that college or university allowed to spend 
that $51 for any other purpose than a loan purpose / 

Mr. Derruick. No; it is confined to loan. 

Mr. Wier. So all they can do is deposit that to the credit of the 
loan fund in the hopes that it will be built up in the months to come. 

Mr. Derruick. That is right. 

Mr. Wrer. When you start making declarations, that we are not 
going to make this contribution to this university fer one reason or 
another, even though the amount is small, you run into trouble; you 
run into reaction. 

So if the money is held in escrow under the law and only to be dis- 
tributed under the loan plan, I see no harm in that university hanging 
onto the $51. It will not help anybody until it grows. 

Mr. Barry. The Chair notes the presence of our general chairman 
of the Committee on Education and Labor, Mr. Barden. 

Mr. Barden, do you have any comment or questions to ask ? 

Chairman Barpen. No, sir. 

Iam just here as a student. 

Mr. Derruicx. I want to say, Mr. Chairman, we are very delighted 
to have Mr. Barden here and feel honored he came in here to hear 
this account of our stewardship. 

Before you leave this title I want to say in substance that our 
experience so far has convinved us, though our task would have been 
much easier if it had been on a per capita basis and we realize it, 
but we think our experience has convinced us that the committee was 
very wise in setting up this particular plan for meeting the needs 
in the institutions, and that not only has our experience convinced 
us, but the judgment of the leadership in higher education in terms 
of the executive secretary of the associations, and in terms of this 
Committee on American Council on Education likewise have confirmed 
the wisdom of the committee and this plan of procedure. 
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Mr. Frevineuouysen. If I might ask the Commissioner a point on 
that one thing that does worry me and I wonder if you would care 
to comment on it, is the great difference between States. 

You mentioned that one State only gets 4 percent of their requests, 
each institution in that State, in another State each institution gets 
35 percent. 

That would seem to create some fairly arbitrary inequities so far 
as the individual student. 

Mr. Derruick. That isa very good question. 

We just worked up some data on that, Mr. Muirhead, do you wish 
to respond to that? 

Mr. Muirueap. Yes; we do have that information. The percent 
of allotments available to the various States does vary. 

Nationwide it is about 10 percent. We received a total of $62 
million in requests; we had $6 million to distribute. But when we 
compare the requests from the various States with the allotments to 
those States, we find a variation ranging from 4 percent to about 35 
percent in the State of Delaware. 

I think part of the explanation for that lies in the economic back- 
ground of the various States. 

For example, in the State of Delaware, it might be a reasonable 
thing to conclude that the economic need of the students attending 
the universities and colleges in the State of Delaware, where the allot- 
ment met 35 percent of the requests are not as marked as might be 
found in the State of Tennessee, for instance, where we have 5 percent. 

Mr. Fretincuuysen. I wonder if we should have that tabulation 
incorporated in the record. 

Mr. Derrnick. Incidentally, if I may say so, these findings that 
we have just identified would further indicate that the distribution 
on a per capita basis is not sound for this purpose. You see, in 
Delaware, I believe it is, we were able to meet 35 percent of the needs 
on this distribution but in another State only 4 percent. 

Mr. Frenincuuysen. You are suggesting we might, if we are con- 
sidering changes in the law, consider some other method of distribu- 
tion to the various States, taking into account the per capita income! 

Mr. Derruick. I was not suggesting that at this time. I think we 
all need more experience with it to form sound conclusions on that 
basis, but I was using that as another indication of the wisdom of 
allocating the money within the State on the basis of institutional 
need. 

Mr. Baury. If there is no objection, the Chair will instruct the 
clerk of the committee at this time to accept this breakdown of allot- 
ments for inclusion in the record at this point. 
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(The material referred to follows :) 


Percent of institutional requests met by initial disbursement of $6,000,000 (by 
State) 





Amount Percent of 
requested Allotment | requests met 
by allotment 


Alabama. . $793, 702 
Arizona... - -- P 500, 435 
Arkansas - - - - 452, 115 
California... , 3, 499, 927 
Colorado._-.. Saad 

Connecticut - . _- 
Delaware. 

District of Columbia 
Florida - -. 

Georgia - 

Idaho 

Illinois 

Indiana 

Iowa 

Kansas - - - 

Kentucky - - - - 
Louisiana--- - - 
Maine -- 
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Mr. Wier. In this setup here with this low percentage of the neces- 
sary funds on a large university, how does that react among the stu- 
dent body that 15 here out of a hundred are going to get their ap- 
proval for the loan, but the other percentage will have to wait? 

Mr. Derruick. As a college president I would be very much con- 
concerned about those students who did not come in in the initial 
priority. 

The only thing I could do would be to tell them I was sorry; that 
we hoped to get a supplemental and the adjustments went on to meet 
their needs. 

Naturally they will be disappointed. There is no way around that. 

Mr. Wier. Who makes the determination in a university of the se- 
lection of this first percentage / 

Mr. Derruick. The university might have a student financial aids 
officer or it might have a committee, but it is up to the institution to 
do that. 

Mr. Wier. You do not get into that picture at all; do you‘ 

Mr. Dertuick. No, we don’t get into that. 

I think again you have Federal control safeguarded all the way 
through this act and the way you do it is by having the act adminis- 
tered by the States and the institutions according to their own plans. 

Mr. THompson. I know we want to get beyond the loan section of 
the act, but section 1001, the administrative section of the act, title 
X, relates back to the whole administration of it. 

I think before we leave the loan fund I would like to ask Mr. Der- 
thick whether he shares the feeling expressed by Secretary Flemming 
on about December 15, concerning the loyalty oath provision of this 
act. 

Mr. Derruick. Ido. 

Mr. THompson. In other words, you feel they are not necessary ! 

Mr. Derruick. I do. 

Mr. TuHompson. I am very glad to hear that. 

Mr. Frelinghuysen has legislation which would eliminate it. I have 
it, and others do. 

I note with some interest I have communications from a great many 
institutions, the president of Yale University wrote a beautiful letter 
to the Secretary in this connection, which I think should be made a 
part of the record, Mr. Chairman, and I would like to do that. 

Princeton, Harvard, Yale, Bryn Mawr, three colleges in Maine, 
and numerous others, have expressed themselves as not being interested 
in participating in the loan features of the act if the loyalty oath 
remains. 

Chairman Barpven. Mr. Chairman ? 

Mr. Battery. Mr. Barden. 

Chairman Barpen. Mr. Chairman, I would not like for that ex- 
change of remarks to go by as though it had the unanimous approval 
of this committee, because as a member of the committee I shall resist 
with everything that is within me the removal of that provision. 

Now, I have heard enough of this, every time we pass a law there is 
somebody who wants to come in and grab the money. They are in- 
terested in the money, then they want to raise a great how] over taking 
an oath of allegiance to America. 
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I have been signing and swearing allegiance to America ever since 
J was a Boy Scout; did so when I entered the service in World War 
I, and have done so thousands of times since, including the oath that 
I did not belong to any organization that advocated or taught the 
overthrow of my Government. 

When I became a Member of Congress I took an oath. Every clerk 
or employee connected with this Congress, everyone who works for 
this Government, takes that kind of oath now, up comes a bunch of 
college professors thinking it is so horrible and terrible to have. to 
say they will not belong or do not belong to an organization that 
teaches the overthrow of this Government. 

Here we are pouring out billions of dollars to teachers and pro- 
fessors to teach people. Are they going to instruct kids that they 
do have a right to belong to organizations that teach the overthrow 
of this Government. 

I shall resist the removal of these obligations with everything there 
isin me. I do not think that is going to make any loyal citizen out 
of anybody, but the very fact that somebody raises the question and 
resists making a full declaration of loyalty raises some question in 
my mind, 

Now, I could not sit here and let that go. 

Mr. THompson. I can understand the chairman’s sentiments. I 
might point out that as well as is known, I doubt that a practicing 
Communist would have any hesitation on swearing on any number 
of Bibles that he was not a Communist. 

Chairman Barpen. It will not hurt him to tell one more lie which 
he will gladly do. 

Mr. Battery. Gentlemen, we will thresh this out in executive session 
when we are ready to vote on this bill. 

Mr. Larore. For the record, I would like to associate myself with 
the chairman and his remarks. 

Mr. Dantzzs. I do likewise. 

Mr. Grirrin. Mr. Chairman, before we leave this section, because 
it deals with the administration of the acts, I would like to ask the 
Commissioner, how are you administering this particular provision ¢ 
It says that an affidavit shall be filed with the Commissioner. Has 
a form been drawn up and is this thing in operation now ? 

Mr. Derruickx. Dr. Babbidge, would you report in response to Mr. 
Griffins question? ° 

Mr. Bassincr. Forms have been developed in connection with each 
program under which students received assistance. They will be re- 
quired to fill out the form. 

Mr. Grirrix. May I suggest that it be inserted in the record at this 
point. 

Mr. Baspiper. We will be very happy to do so, 

Mr. Wier. Mr. Chairman, I see a difference here of a point of view. 
Ihave no objection at all to the allegiance to the United States, but 
the Communists, they are something else again. I think everybody 
here ought to take allegiance, but the allegiance and the Communist 
oath are two different things. 

Chairman Barpen. As long as I am willing to do what I have done, 
and that is bare my chest to the bullets of enemy nations, I am willing 
to take any oath and preserve it and keep a screwball from getting 
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into a position of spreading some kind of propaganda or something 
that will harm my Government. 

I feel that very strongly. 

I must say this: I think Mr. Flemming should entertain himself in 
some other manner than attacking these requirements which were 
approved and passed by the Congress of the United States, and signed 
by the President. 

We are representatives of the people and we, likewise, are servants 
like the rest. So I am not so fond of Mr. Flemming’s attack. If he 
has a suggestion to make about it, the committee is the proper place to 
do it and not shower that kind of stuff on Members of Congress who 
are doing the best they can to safeguard and protect this country from 
every type of enemy or termite that might relish an opportunity to dig 
from within. . 

Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask this question : 

Mr. Commissioner, a few days ago I was discussing with Mr. Bailey 
_ what confronted us in the field of education this year and I asked 

r. Bailey if he would, during these hearings—he said he was going 
to have you and the Administrator down—and before we begin to 
launch into other fields of education, to see if we could not kind of look 
around and see what we have already done. 

Otherwise, we will be legislating on legislation. 

Have you been able to set up the various departments, and I will 
confess with you that that bill covers the waterfront, the whole picture 
of education, I thought—have you been able at this early date to set 
up machinery for all of the activities provided for in this overall bill! 

Mr. Dertuick. Yes, sir. Before you came in, Mr. Barden, in intro- 
ducing the key staff members that were here I related them to different 
titles of the act and to the machinery that we have established for 
administering. 

Chairman Barpen. I apologize for going back over it, but I did 
think it would be very definitely helpful to the committee to have that 
in front of us so that we would not find ourselves dabbling in something 
that is already in operation with the idea of passing legislation. 

Mr. Dertuick. Yes, sir. May I ask a question of you, Mr. Chair- 
man ? 

Mr. Battey. You may. 

Mr. Derruick. You mentioned yesterday that you might possibly 
want to continue this report tomorrow morning. I ask that in order 
to say this: 

Dean Elder of Harvard, who is in charge of title IV, the fellowship 
program ; Dr. Parker of Indiana University, have pretty firm commit- 
ments to engage in some other activities tomorrow out of the city. If 
you want us to come back tomorrow, may I suggest that we hear their 
reports today on titles IV and the title VI, lest we might not have 
them available tomorrow. 

Would that be an appropriate suggestion. 

Mr. Bairey. It will be fine, Doctor, if the suggestion had come 4 
half hour ago. It is now 10 minutes to 12. Mr. Reed of New York, 
a Member of Congress, died this morning and there will be no business 
transacted in the House other than eulogies to Mr. Reed, and I assume 
those will probably be concluded by 2 o’clock so I am going to ask the 
committee to reconvene at 2 :30 this afternoon. 
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Mr. Derruick. We shall be very happy to do that, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Battery. That also means if you need the time I have left 
tomorrow open so that it will not interfere with any other witness. 

If we cannot finish this afternoon, I will ask you to come back to- 
morrow. 

The committee will reconvene at 2:15 p.m. 

Mr. Derruicx. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

(Thereupon, at 11:50 a.m., the subcommittee was recessed, to re- 
convene at 2:15 p.m., same day.) 


AFTERNOON SESSION 


Mr. Battey. The subcommittee will be in order. 

When the committee recessed its hearings earlier today, it was de- 
cided that we would, since we disposed of title 2 covering loans to 
students, loans to institutions, that we would take up this afternoon 
with a discussion on title 4. 

I have just learned that a former member of our committee here, 
Mr. Metcalf, has a question he would like to ask on student loans 
before we leave that. 

Mr. Metcalf, you have the floor for the present. 

Mr. Metcautr. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

I think Mr. Thompson brought this matter to your attention this 
morning. I want toclarify it a little bit. 

Mr. Battery. Now do I have to talk to you like I did to the wit- 
nesses? Get that voice up a little bit. 

Mr. Mercatr. Yes, sir; Mr. Chairman. Sometimes it does not 


take your admonition to keep my voice up. 


The problem was presented by Dr. Renne, who is president of Mon- 
tana State College. I have a long letter from him in which he states 
that he had applied after Montana was allocated an amount of $30,000; 
had he applied for $330,000, which he could have under your regu- 
lations, he could have received what he feels would have been his 
proportionate share. Instead, he applied for what he felt was a re- 
sponsible application. Montana State University applied in the same 
form, but they made a mistake in their application and filled the wrong 
columns. Montana State University in Coluan C-3 of the form which 
is entitled “Institutional application to participate in the national 
defense education loan program,” asked for $50,000. They meant to 
ask for only $10,000. 

Then they asked permission to correct their application but per- 
mission was denied. So then they get about three times as much 
money because of a mistake at Montana State College. 

He points out that there is not anything like a fair distribution. 

Now I have received the report and it seems to me that the only 
solution is for us to write into the bill a simple amendment, to say 
that there shall be a ceiling and a floor. I would like to have a com- 
ment on that. 

Mr. Dertuick. We spent the morning discussing these issues and 
I only say that to get ready for perhaps a relatively brief response. 

Mr. Mercatr. Mr. Thompson has told me something about your 
discussions. 
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Mr. Derruick. We are very grateful, Mr. Chairman, that Mr. Met- 
calf came back this afternoon. We think he belongs on this committee 
anyway. 

Mr. Muirhead, who is immediately in charge of that loan program, 
would you like to respond to the Congressman ? 

Mr. Murrueap. Yes. Responding to the latter question first, if 
I may 

Mr. Dertuick. Mr. Bailey wants your voice up. 

Mr. Murrueap. Yes, Mr. Bailey. 

Mr. Battey. That ought to be one of the requirements down to the 
department. 

Mr. Derrnicx. I try to set a good example, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Murrueap. In responding to your latter question first, relative 
to a ceiling and a minimum, the act does now provide a ceiling of 
$250,000 to any institution. It does not now provide a minimum. 

In response to your first question, that particular case was discussed 
this morning and we did get the report from the office relative to the 
institution which you mentioned. Their request was for $65,000. 

Mr. Mercatr. By mistake because, as they say, they filled in the 
wrong column. President Castle of Montana State University asked 
that he be allowed to correct it, his original request be entered in 
column C-1 instead of column C-3. As a result of that mistake, they 
got a lot more money. 

Mr. THompson.. Maybe that is what that teachers’ college in Massa- 
chusetts should have done. 

Mr. Murrueap. I have no knowledge whether or not the president 
asked to have it changed. If he asked to have it changed after the 
allotments were made, then we had no choice because the request had 
been certified by the Commissioner and it had been agreed to by 
contract by the Commissioner. 

Mr. Mercatr. According to Dr. Renne’s letter, and this is only a 
letter from Dr. Renne as to what Dr. Castle asked you, he said Mr. 
Muirhead indicated that allotments had already been made and cor- 
rection could not be made. 

Mr. Mourrneap. Yes. 

Mr. Bassipce. Correction certainly can be made in the distribution 
of any supplemental funds made available, however. 

Mr. Derruicx. Mr. Chairman, if I may say so, I believe the way to 
correct that, since the error was detected after the allotments were 
made, is when the next allocation is set out, to make it at that time; 
in other words, to withhold from the assignment of funds to that 
institution the proper amount. 
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(Letter from Mr. Renne follows :) 


MONTANA STATE COLLEGE, 
Bozeman, February 6, 1959. 
Congressman LEE METCALF, 
United States Congress, 
Washington, D.C. 

Deak LEE: Following up our telephone conversation of this morning, I am 
submitting a fairly complete report on the allocation of Federal funds totaling $6 
million to colleges and universities in 49 States by the U.S. Commissioner of 
Education for the establishment of the national defense student loan programs. 

When we received notification from the Commissioner on February 2 that our 
allotment was $2,979, or 12.65 percent of the total State allotment of $23,549, I 
immediately wired Mr. Peter P. Muirhead, Chief, Student Loan Section, Financial 
Aid Branch, Division of Higher Education, U.S. Department of Health, Educa- 
tion, and Welfare, Washington, D. C., as follows: 

“Reurlet January 30, Control Number 2324035, there must be gross, mistake 
identification our institution with allotment $2,979, Montana State College. This 
institution has 40 percent of all students enrolled in six units of university 
system and 34 percent of all students enrolled in public and private higher educa- 
tional institutions in Montana. Your allotment for Montana State College is 
12.65 percent of total State allotment of $23,549. Please wire or phone collect if 
this in error or what method used in determining our allotment. Have checked 
with acting president, Montana State University, Missoula, they have 500 less 
students than Montana State College but alloted $10,468 although they requested 
only $10,000. We requested $18,500. Present allotment grossly unfair Montana 
State College student body and I must protest vigorously but will await your 
explanation before taking further action.” 

Commissioner Derthick had instructed us to direct correspondence in con- 
nection with allocations to Mr. Muirhead. 

The next day we received a telephone call from Mr. Muirhead in which he 
indicated he very much regretted the apparent unfair allocation but stated that 
the wording of the National Defense Education Act of 1958, section 203, was such 
that they had no choice in how the allocations were to be made. While section 
202 provides that allocations to each State shall be made in amounts which bear 
the same ratio to the amount appropriated by Congress as the number of persons 
enrolled on a full-time basis in institutions of higher education in each State 
bears to the total number of persons enrolled on a full-time basis in institutions 
of higher education in all the States, section 2083 provides that “In the event the 
total requested in applications by institutions of higher education in a State 
exceeds the amount of the allotment of the State the Federal capital contribution 
from such allotment to each institution shall bear the same ratio to the amount 
requested in its application as the amount of such allotment available for such 
purpose bears to the total requested in all such applications.” 

You can see from the above wording that unless applications by institutions 
are scanned carefully and the reasonableness of such allocations determined in 
relation to the comparative student enrollments, one institution can turn in a 
ridiculously high request and thereby secure the bulk of the loan funds. It is our 
belief that the objective of Congress in passing the National Defense Education 
Act of 1958 and special title 2, “Loans to students in institutions of higher educa- 
tion,’ was to see that loan funds were put where the students are. A careful 
review of the allotments made by the Commissioner of Education of the $6 million 
in loan funds made available by the Congress reveals that this objective is not 
being met. I will give you several examples to show how absurd and unreason- 
able the allocations are. 

These allocations are taken from mimeographed release HEW-J20 which was 
released Tuesday, February 3, 1959, from the U.S. Office of Education, containing 
49 pages and showing allocations to 1,227 colleges and universities in all of the 
States, the District of Columbia, Hawaii, and Puerto Rico (we received this 
Wednesday, February 4). Enrollment data are taken from Circular No. 518 
“Opening Enrollment in Higher Educational Institutions, Fall, 1957” published 
by the U.S. Office of Education, January 1958 (we have not yet received the 


January 1959 edition). 
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Allotment Enrollment 








1. Alabama: 
Polytechnic Institute $6, 476 8, 059 
Tuskegee Institute 18, 145 1. 973 
Jacksonville State Teachers College 10, 049 2 334 
University of Alabama 19, 853 12, 629 

. Arkansas: 
Arkansas A. & M. College 7, 099 1,070 
Arkansas College, Batesville 5, 048 "172 
Southern State College, Magnolia... : 5, 258 915 
University of Arkansas 5, 890 5, 925 

. Colorado: ; 
Adams State College 5, 702 857 
Colorado State College. ‘ 12, 801 3, 827 
Colorado State University 5, 926 5, 279 
University of Denver 12, 611 5, 362 

. Connecticut: ; 
University of Bridgeport obtiee 15, 984 3, 852 
University of Connecticut - 7, 682 10, 210 
Yale University 10, 692 7, 229 

. Georgia: , 
Georgia Institute of Technology 6, 333 6, 685 
Mercer University, } 4, 554 1, 410 
University of Georgia 38, 806 9, 997 

. Idaho: . 
College of Idaho, Caldwell 4, 385 

* Idaho State College 2, 284 
INES BROORIOIND COU 5 his deeieensanennentmyedde~ 3, 746 

- Illinois: 
Eastern Illinois University, Charleston 14, 737 
Illinois State Normal University 
Northern Illinois University, DeKalb____--_- 
Northwestern University, Evanston 
University of Illinois, Urbana. 

. Indiana: 

Indiana University 
Purdue University 

. Towa: 

Luther College, Decorah 

Iowa State College, Ames 

State University of Iowa 


9, 
0 


sas: 
Kansas State Teachers College, Emporia. 
Kansas State College 
EEE: GR FS aa ea 
. Kentucky: 
University of Kentucky 
Moorehead State College, Moorehead_- 
Murray State College, Murray 
. Louisiana: 
Louisiana State University, — ee ee eee 
Grambling College, Gramblin 
Southeastern University and r &M. College yh deep PDT AES Seb Xs J : 
Southwest Louisiana Institute 
Tulane University 
. Massachusetts: 
Boston College, Chestnut Hill____.-- bday cue taceppahe neon een 
Boston University, Boston 
Harvard University 
University of Massachusetts_.........-.-. ppiinceltabGbntikGde ¢ip amine 
Wentworth Institute, Boston 
. Mississippi: 
Mississippi Southern College, Hattiesburg ' 
University of Mississippi-_-.-__- TATE NER Me REO ARR Be. =. 
Jackson State College 
. Montana: 
College of Great Falls 
Rocky Mountain College, Billings 
Eastern Montana College of Education 
Montana State College, Bozeman_...._.......----- 
Montana State University, Missoula - - -- Semaine ; ; 10, 468 
. Nebraska: 
Nebraska State Teachers College, Kearney pha DGED 12, 758 
University of Nebraska “ 10, 581 
. New Hampshire: 
Dartmouth Colleg 11, 032 
University of New Hampshire 5, 948 
. New Mexico: 
Kasten New Mexico University.............-..-...----.--------.-.< 8, 609 
New Mexico A. & M. College 1, 187 
University of New Mexico__......-..--- cipal sie kia alia 4, 856 
. North Carolina: 
North Carolina College at Durham. -_-_- 
Appalachian State Teachers College 
North Carolina State, Raleigh 
University of North Carolina. 
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Allotment | Enrollment 








a 


%. North Dakota: 
North Dakota Agricultural College 2 $611 3, 063 

State Teachers College, Valley City. 2, 665 

North Dakota State School of Science, Wahpeton.._...........---- 2, 178 252 
University of North Dakota 3,7 3, 666 

£1. Khode Island: 
Providence College , cel Kae 3, 2, 744 
University. of Rhode Island... . <6... 6... ence wnnnnsnnn-ss » 2, 28 4, 169 

22, Texas: 
I CR ks ni saneaebonbamedadedaveacahouare , 0 2, 312 

ie & M. College of Texas 5, 7é 7, 460 

23. Utah: 
Utah State University, Logan 7 5, 204 
University of Utah , 02 9, 800 
ey I ss dancin aummnatteumnmtibiie St Ses, 3, 622 341 

2%. Washington: 
State College of Weshingtom. .......sn.--ncc-nceennenene-s-ne E 7. 6, 725 
University of Washington ‘ vA , 1 18, 876 
Seattie Pacific College , 058 1, 107 

25. West Virginia: 
Bethany College 619 

West Virginia University 4 7, 369 











The above compilation represents approximately half of the States and is suffi- 
cient coverage to show the complete lack of any relationship between school loan 
fund allocations and enrollments. 

Mr. Muirhead indicated that he had tried to set up some method to determine 
the reasonableness of requests, but according to the standards which he gave me 
over the phone, Montana State College would have had to have requested in 
excess of $330,000 (the total State allotment for all institutions was only $23,549) 
before the request, according to the indexes used by the Commissioner of Edu- 
cation’s Office, would have looked unreasonable. 

I understand this past week the supplemental appropriation for the National 
Defense Education Act was considered by the House Appropriations Committee. 
A note which I have received from a neighboring institution indicates that so 
far Congressmen have received very little mail indicating public interest in this 
matter. Now that the allocations are out with the results as indicated above, 
I 0 sure there will be a great deal of interest on the part of educators and 
others. 

We would like to request that you demand a full review and investigation of 
the allocations of the $6 million of national defense student loan program funds. 
We would also recommend that any further supplemental appropriations be 
postponed until the basic problems growing out of the present allocations are 
reconciled, since additional appropriations with the present policy followed by 
the Office of the Commissioner of Education would simply make a very bad 
situation much worse. 

When Acting President Gordon Castle, of Montana State University, saw the 
results of the allocations and then checked his requests, he found that he had 
interpreted column C-3 of Budget Bureau Form 51-4276 “Institutional application 
to participate in the national defense student loan program, January 1 to June 
30, 1959,” as being an indication of need for the academic year 1959-60 and 
requested $50,000 in this column, but only $10,000 in column C-1, “For disbursal 
during the balance of academic year 1958-59.” He called Mr. Muirhead on the 
phone and asked that he be permitted to submit an adjusted application since 
he had erred in interpreting the application form and did not feel that his large 
allocation was fair to an institution like Montana State College where the 
enrollment is some 500 students larger with an allocation of only about one-fourth 
as much. He was told by Mr. Muirhead that the allocation had been made and 
could not be changed. 

If there seems to be no other way to clear up this very bad situation which has 
been bungled miserably, we sincerely request an amendment of the National 
Defense Education Act of 1958, section 2U3, so that allocations to institutions 
Within a State are based on enrollments along the same lines as allocations to 
the States as now provided for in section 202. 

We trust there will be a complete investigation and review of this whole 
Matter because the way it is now being administered it gives Federal aid to 
education a very black eye and is not accomplishing its objectives. Certainly 
all allocations should be held up pending this complete investigation, and if the 
allocations cannot be corrected to correspond more directly with student loan 
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needs, the act should be amended to assure reasonable allocations, including 
the $6 million already made available. The present procedure puts a premium 
on irresponsible requests and is unfair to all institutions which try to keep their 
requests reasonable and in keeping with their student enrollments relative to 
the total of the State allocations. The State allocations were known prior to 
submission of institutional requests. 

We understand from Commissioner Derthick that actual checks are to be sent 
to the institutions in the next 10 days covering the allocations that have been 
made. The actual distribution of the funds should certainly be frozen until this 
matter is properly cleared up. 

Sincerely yours, 
ROLAND R. RENNE, President. 

Mr. Mereatr. They are all going to apply for $330,000. 

Mr. Fiynr. As Mr. Metcalf recalls, there are two provisions, one 
that the institution itself may voluntarily return moneys unneeded or 
the Commissioner may in his discretion ask for the return of moneys 
on loan. Naturally we would not do that this early on our volition. 
He might, of course, say he has too much money and return it. The 
law provided for that. 

Mr. Bassinee. I think it should be made clear, Mr. Chairman, that 
while we may have advised, I do not think any of us talked with the 
president of the university and Mr. Muirhead did not 

Mr. Merca.r. I only brought this up as an example. I am sure 
this can be worked out within the various units of the Montana State 
University. I bring it up because Dr. Renne brings up this whole 
question. 

I do not know whether this is a typical example, but it does bring 
toa head some of the problems. It would be ridiculous for any institu- 
tion in the State of Montana, when you had only a State allocation of 
$30,000, to apply and say we have a need for $330,000 out of this 
fund. But an institution that is responsible and trying to participate 
and cooperate in the whole allocation is penalized when some other 
institution makes an irresponsible request. 

Mr. Battery. Now I think, Dr. Derthick, you said two of your assist- 
ants would like to handle their assignments under this program. 

Mr. Mercatr. Could I have an answer as to the suggestion of a 
ceiling and a floor based maybe on attendance or enrollment ¢ 

Mr. Murrueap. The statute does now provide a ceiling of $250,000. 

Mr. Battry. No minimum is fixed ¢ 

Mr. Murrueap. That is right. 

It was felt here that the intent of the committee was that the institu- 
tion should determine its own minimum, that the institution itself is 
the best judge of that. 

Mr. Mercatr. Except that we have discussed, as I go through here, 
what I believe the sense of the committee was and what we have writ- 
ten into the statute is not working. 

Will not this condition be compounded if you get more money ? 

Mr. Dertuick. May I say, Mr. Metcalf, that the judgment of the 
advisers we have had on this subject and that indies the executive 
secretaries of the higher education associations and also the Federal 
Relations Committee on Legislation of the American Council on 
Legislation, is that we should not make any changes at this time. 

‘a think they concur in our feeling that time and experience and 


additional appropriations will correct this problem. They fee] that 
we are on a sound basis. Of course, if the committee decided after 
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more experience that there should be a floor as well as a ceiling, why 
that would be something for the committee to act on. 

Mr. Chairman, may | say this: I brought up for the record a copy 
of the oath and affidavit that is being used for the loan title. This 
happens to be applicable to the loan title only, but it will be the same 
general affidavit that will be used in the other title. 

Mr. Barry. If there is no objection, the Chair will direct the 
clerk to include it in the proceedings of the committee at this point. 

(The material referred to follows :) 


NDE A-II-5(59) 


NATIONAL DEFENSE STUDENT LOAN PROGRAM 
OATH AND AFFIDAVIT 


Section 1001( £) of the National Defense Education Act provides as follows: 


“No part of any funds appropriated or otherwise made available for expenditure under authority of this Act 
shall be used to make payments or loans to any individual unless such individual (1) has executed and 
filed with the Commissioner an affidavit that he does not believe in, and is not a member of and does not 
support any organization that believes in or teaches, the overthrow of the United States Government by 
force or violence or by any illegal or unconstitutional methods, and (2) has taken and subscribed to an oath 
or affirmation in the following form: ‘I do solemnly swear (or affirm) that I will bear true faith and alle- 
giance to the United States of America and will support and defend the Constitution and laws of the United 
States against all its enemies, foreign and domestic.‘ The provisions of Section 1001 of title 18, United 
States Code, shall be applicable with respect to such affidavits.” 


Each student borrower from a National Defense Student Loan must, therefore, execute the affidavit 
and oath provided below. This affidavit and oath must be executed and sworn to before a Notary Public 
or other officer authorized by State law to administer oaths and affidavits. This form must be deposited 
in the mail before loan funds may be made available to student borrowers. When properly completed, it 
should be attached to a copy of Form NDEA-II-7(59) and transmitted to: 


Student Loan Section, Financial Aid Branch, Division of Higher Education, Office of Education, 
Department of Health, Education, and Welfare, Washington 25, D. C. 





NOTE: The nature and effect of the following oath is such that it should be taken only by individuals 
who are nationals of the United States or who are in the United States of America for other than 
a temporary purpose and intend to be permanent residents thereof. 


OATH 


, do solemnly swear (or affirm) that I will bear true faith and 





Type or print full name of applicant) 
allegiance to the United States of America and will support and defend the Constitution and laws of the 
United States of America against all its enemies, foreign and domestic. 


AFFIDAVIT 


l, , do solemnly swear (or affirm) that I do not believe in, and 
(Type or print full name of applicant) 


am not a member of and do not support any organization that believes in or teaches, the overthrow of the 
United States Government by force or violence or by any illegal or unconstitutional methods. 


I hereby authorize and cause this affidavit to be filed with the United States Commissioner of Edu- 
cation, in conformity with Section 1001(f) of the National Defense Education Act of 1958, and certify 
that the statements made by me herein are true to the best of my knowledge and belief. 








“(Signature of Applicant) 
Subscribed and sworn to (or affirmed) before me this 


A.D. , at 


day of 








(City) ‘ (State) 
(Seal) 





(Signature of officer administering oath) 





(Title) 








TName of Participating Institution) 





(City and State) 
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{From New York Times, Jan. 25, 1959] 


Universiry Heaps Hit Loyatry OATH—PRESIDENTS OF YALE, HARVARD, AND 
PRINCETON PROTEST CLAUSES IN U.S. Act 


The presidents of Yale, Harvard, and Princeton Universities have protested 
loyalty-oath provisions contained in the National Defense Education Act. 

The act, passed by Congress last year, set up a $900 million Federal-aid program 
including loans for undergraduates and grants for graduate study. It was in- 
tended chiefly to spur science education. 

An applicant for a loan or grant under the act would be required to sign an oath 
pledging allegiance to the Government and the Constitution, and an affidavit 
declaring that he did not believe in or support any subversive organization. 

Such measures “are at best odious, at worst a potential threat to eur pro- 
fession,” said A. Whitney Griswold, president of Yale University. 


A LETTER TO FLEMMING 


Dr. Griswold made his position in a letter to Arthur S. Flemming, Secretary 
of Health, Education, and Welfare. The letter was dated December 19. 

Dr. Nathan H. Pusey, president of Harvard, wrote to Mr. Flemming on Decem- 
ber 23. Princeton’s president, Dr. Robert Francis Goheen, sent a third letter to 
Mr. Flemming on December 30. The letters from Dr. Pusey and Dr. Goheen were 
brief endorsements of Dr. Griswold’s comments. 

Loyalty oaths “are worse than futile,’ Dr. Griswold said. He continued: 

“They tend to alienate the good will of the loyal citizen without gaining a 
corresponding advantage in protecting the public against the actions or intentions 
of the disloyal.” 

The Yale president declared that “oaths and affidavits of this sort are especially 
distasteful when they are required of young people who are just entering upon 
the most important phase of their educational experience.” 


REPEAL OF OATH URGED 


Loyalty oath requirements “seem to represent a lack of confidence in those 
young people and in their future, as well as in the educational process itself,” 
Dr. Griswold wrote. 

Repeal of the loyalty oath provisions in the act was urged by the three educa- 
tors. They commended Mr. Flemming, who opposed the oath requirement as 
unnecessary and expensive. 

The 40,000-member American Association of University Professors has an- 
nounced that it will send letters to Congressmen urging repeal of the “humiliat- 
ing” provision. The Association of American Colleges has voted to poll its 750- 
member institutions on the question of demanding repeal of the loyalty oath 
requirements. 

An official at the Department of Health, Education, and Welfare in Washington 
said on Thursday that the Agency had not received many protests to the 
loyalty oath. 


Mr. Derruics. After the first allocations were made and there were 
these reactions and expressions of concern about the distribution of 
funds, we prepared a memorandum that went to every college presi- 
dent, that highlights some of these issues. 

May I have the privilege of supplying a copy of these to each mem- 
ber of the committee ? 

Mr. Battzy. You may. 

Mr. Larore. Mr. Chairman, I wonder if I can refer back to the 
question that Mr. Metcalf asked. I think it is a very important 
question. 

Do I understand that you, Mr. Commissioner, believe that the trou- 
ble will be compounded as far as distribution with more money ? 

Mr. Derruicx. No, I am sorry I did not make myself understood. 

I think time and experience and more money will solve these prob- 
lems. 

Mr. Larore. Thank you very much. 
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Mr. Baier. Now, the Commissioner indicated that two of his as- 
sistants might not be able to be here other than this afternoon. I be- 
lieve you said you preferred to take up at this time title 4. 

Mr. Dertuick. Yes, sir; if that will please the committee. 

Mr. Chairman, out of our experience this morning, perhaps it 
would be well, and I introduce again Dean Elder, who is in charge 
of that title, graduate dean from Harvard, and suggest that he give 
a thumbnail sketch of how the title will operate and some of the 
problems and issues and where we are. He can do that if it is your 
pleasure in just a few minutes. 

Mr. Battey. The Chair recognizes Dean Elder. 

Mr. Exper. Mr. Chairman, I think I would like to tell you first 
what we have done and then what we could do if we had the money. 

By the 31st of December, which was our deadline, we received 
from 169 institutions program applications. The program applica- 
tions numbered far more than I had anticipated, 1,040. The 1,040 
program applications asked for about 6,000 fellowships. 

Mr. Exuiorr. Dean Elder, let me interrupt you right there. We 
completely undershot this thing when we wrote this act. 

Mr. Exper. That is right. 

Mr. Exxiorr. We thought 5,500 fellowships would be a good num- 
ber for the 4-year period. Instead, the first bat out of the box, you 
get an application for 6,000. Isthat right? 

Mr. Exper. That is right, sir. I may say you were not alone in 
undershooting. When I arrived in November I, myself, expected about 
500 program applications. Naturally I am happy, and I hope you 
are, use it does show what we need. 

Mr. Barry. Sometime, Dr. Elder, before you get through, you 
explain to the committee what steps you are going to take to see to it 
that the people whom we educate in acquiring these fellowships stay 
in the teaching profession. 

Mr. Exper. May I finish my résumé first, Mr. Chairman ? 

Mr. Barry. Yes, I said before you conclude your remarks. 

Mr. Exper. Now I mentioned the number 169 institutions. I would 
like to make an obiter dictum on that. 

Last year only 160 institutions in the country gave a Ph. D. This, 
therefore, does indeed cover the waterfront. The applications came 
from every State in the Union except three. The three were Nevada, 
and I am sorry locally to say so, New Hampshire, and Alaska. 

We met all een January, my advisory committee and myself 


met, and evaluated all the Erograne submitted. This advisory com- 
C 


mittee did not sit around and chat, but worked very hard. Indeed they 
worked a total of 8 days reviewing and evaluating applications. In 
the end we could recommend, and did, to the Commissioner the issu- 
ance of 160 fellowships, which is all we had the money for, divided 
among 48 programs. 

That is what we have done, and on the 5th of February they were 
announced and that 160 fraction is now proceeding apace. We have 
just about ready to submit to the Commissioner—indeed if the money 
were voted tomorrow noon, I could submit it to him by 12:15—a list 
of the 840 remaining ones. 

Mr. Tuompson. Let the record show applause after 12 :15. 

Mr. Exper. Thank you. 
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I need hardly point out here that the time is very important, that 
most graduate students accept or decline their fellowship awards near 
the lst of April. Of this I speak out of bitter competitive experience, 
If this drags on one more month, this program won’t be getting the 
good kind of fellow it really wants. The whole thing will be in tur- 
moil and we will have inconvenienced institutions enormously. 

Furthermore, it will work a hardship on the poorer institutions; 
it will not be so difficult for the richer ones. Thus a graduate dean— 
let me take a friendly place not my own—a graduate dean of Yale 
who did not put in any applications. Had he done so, were the fellow- 
ships to be awarded under this program in June, he would simply re- 
move some Yale money from his top scholarship men and substitute 
this. Fora less wealthy institution, this is very difficult. 

Further, the less wealthy institution won’t attract the good student. 
He will indeed have gone to Yale. So much then for what we could do. 

Mr. Fretrncuuysen. What dollar amounts are we talking about, 
Dean Elder ? 

Mr. Exper. The fellowships carry in the first year a stipend of 
$2,000 and $2,200 in the second, $2,400 in the third year, plus $400 for 
each dependent. This is on the whole a pretty fair sum of money. I 
have no criticism of that. 

Mr. Derruicx. May I interrupt to say this: In terms of budget, 
the $800,000 that was initially allocated for this program has been 
expended or allocated for the 160 fellowships now awarded. We 
have a proposed supplemental of $4,500,000 which will take care in 
full this program. 

Furthermore, in our request for 1960, we have asked for the full 
amounts required for the full measure of this program. This is an 
indication, I think, that in instances where we knew how much money 
we were going to need, we asked for the full amount required, be- 
cause you will see that we could award all the fellowships that are 
called for in the act by the amount that we have requested in the 
budget. 

In these other titles where we have not asked for the full amounts, 
it is because of lack of experience and an uncertainty as to just what 
the requirements will be. But I think, Mr. Frelinghuysen, you also 
wanted to know the total amount. 

Mr. Fretincuvuysen. That is what I want to know and one other 
question in connection with this. 

We talked about program approval totaling 1,040. Were there 
additional programs that were not approved ¢ 

There has been a screening out of some of the applications ? 

Mr. Exper. Indeed there has. 

Let me repeat: 1,040 programs were submitted for approval. Each 
program asked for a certain number of fellowships to go along with 
it. Thus, out at the University of Missouri was a program of verte- 
brate zoology which requested eight fellowships. 

We also asked institutions beyond how many fellowships they 
would like to have in the ideal world, what was the minimum which 
they needed to get the program off the ground. In most cases we 
never gave them below the minimum, the purpose of the act being, 
oe others, to increase the facilities for training graduate stu- 

ents. 
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Therefore, one wants to give them enough fellowships so that 
they can really make some improvement in staff and equipment. 

Now, out of the 1,040 programs proposed, if and when we allo- 
cate the thousand fellowships, I should say roughly and yet fair- 
ly exactly we should probably give them to about 270-odd institu- 
tions, that is 270-odd programs to 125 institutions. 

Let me anticipate a question here. 

Here, therefore, is the clear-cut case where the advisory commit- 
tee and myself together must approve and disapprove, or at least 
approve and not give approval, in our recommendations to the Com- 
missioner. This is why I may say parenthetically the advisory 
committee is extremely important under title 4. 

Therefore, it has been drawn from all over the country, deliberately 
not from large institutions—I assume I could represent their cause 
enough by myself—but with a very careful eye on the geographical 
spread. Indeed, I consider that the package of 160 which we gave 
out reflects our very earnest attention to the geographical spread and 
the need to help wherever help could be given with quality. 

Mr. FrettncHuysen. How many programs are represented in the 
160 fellowships ? 

Mr. Evper. Forty-eight. 

Mr. Derruicx. I think it would be well, Dean Elder, for you to 
repeat your evaluation of these applications. You had 6,000 appli- 
cations for fellowships in 1,040 programs, but you made a comment 
which was impressive to me at one time, about the quality of these 
applications as to programs and the fellows. 

Mr. Exper. The quality seems to me on the whole to be very good 
so that the function of the advisory committee was a really tough 
and difficult one. 

Let me remind you again we had over 1,000 programs submitted, 
and we can approve only 250-270. I don’t want to make predic- 
tions as to how many more we might have approved, but I could 
say that we could have gone on probably with academic impunity— 
I did not finish that sentence, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Batrey. I think I get what you meant. 

Mr. Tuompson. Can you hear him, Dean? 

Mr. Exper. Yes, thank you. 

Mr. Battey. The Chair at this time advises the members of the 
committee and the witnesses that when I agreed to recess the com- 
mittee at this morning’s session until this afternoon, I had forgotten 
that I had previously agreed to come down to appear before the 
Veterans’ Appeals Board in behalf of one of my constituents. This 
is a matter that belongs in Mr. Elliott’s part of the joint committee. 
I am turnng the chair over to Mr. Elliott with instructions, 
if you have not completed the evaluation of this program and the 
implementation of it as the Department is here for that purpose, that 
he recess the committee until 10 o’clock tomorrow. I am hoping to 
get through, but if you cannot, we still have tomorrow. 

Mr. Exniorr (presiding). Had you finished with your statement, 
Dean ? 

Mr. Exper. Yes, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Derruicx. Mr. Chairman, I think in Dean Elder’s behalf, 
we like to spread a good name around, but in Dean Elder’s behalf 
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we might say in his intense conscientiousness and desire to achieve 
in full measure the purpose of the committee to spread these pro- 


grams geographically, that he disqualified his own institution from 
participation. 
Mr. Ex.iorr. Well, I am certainly very much impressed with what 
ou have said, Dean Elder, about the administration of this program. 
wish for the record you would include a list of the advisory com- 
mittee that you have, and also a list of the programs and the num- 
ber of fellowships for each up to this time. 
Mr. Exper. Yes, sir. 
(The information referred to follows :) 


[News release of Friday, Jan. 16, 1959] 


U.S. DePaARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE, OFFICE OF EDUCATION, 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 


Appointment of a 12-member National Advisory Committee to assist the Office 
of Education in administering the graduate fellowship program under the 
National Defense Education Act was announced today by U.S. Commissioner of 
Education Lawrence G. Derthick. 

Title IV of the act, signed by the President on September 2, 1958, provides 
for Federal expenditures for fellowships to assist graduate students interested 
in teaching in the Nation’s universities and colleges. Congressional appropria- 
tions to date will allow the placement of 160 such fellowships this fiscal year. 
Each fellowship may run for 3 years and is to be used only in work toward a 
doctoral degree. The act authorizes $2,000 during the first year of study, $2,200 
for the second year, $2,400 for the third, with a grant of $400 per year for each 
dependent. There is no matching provision. 

This program, together with all the other higher education programs, is 
under the general direction of Dr. Homer D. Babbidge, Jr., Director of the 
Financial Aid Branch, Division of Higher Education. Title IV is immediately 
directed by Dr. J. P. Elder, presently on leave from Harvard as dean of the 
Graduate School of Arts and Sciences. Dr. Elder is Chief of the Graduate 
Fellowship Section. 

The committee began an initial 2-day session today (Friday) to assist Com- 
missioner Derthick and his staff in setting up criteria for approval and in 
evaluating the approximately 8,000 requests for fellowships embodied in 
approximately 1,000 fellowship programs. The programs were submitted by 166 
institutions of higher education in 46 States and the proopsals cover a great 
variety of educational fields. Another 2-day committee meeting is scheduled 
to begin January 23. 

The appointments announced by Commissioner Derthick are: 

Dr. Rosemary Park, president of the Connecticut College for Women, New 
London, Conn., an authority on German literature; Dr. Leonard B. Beach, dean 
of the Graduate School of Vanderbilt University, Nashville, Tenn., and a past 
president of the Association of Graduate Schools; Dr. Robert M. Lumiansky, 
specialist in medieval English literature and dean of the Graduate School of 
Tulane University, New Orleans, La.; Dr. John A. Perkins, former Under- 
secretary of the Department of Health, Education, and Welfare and president 
of the University of Delaware, Newark, Del. 

Dr. Walter L. Loehwing, president of the Association of Graduate Schools 
and dean of the Graduate School at the State University of Iowa; Dr. Robert W. 
MacVicar, agricultural chemist, and vice president of Oklahoma State University 
of Agriculture and Applied Science, Stillwater, Okla.; Dr. John C. Weaver, & 
geographer and dean of the Graduate School at the University of Nebraska, 
Lincoln, Nebr.; Dr. Henry Hill, president of the George Peabody College for 
Teachers in Nashville, Tenn., and a member of the White House Conferences on 
Education and of the U.S. Education Missions to Germany and Japan. 

The Right Reverend Monsignor Frederick G. Hockwalt, executive secretary 
of the National Catholic Educational Association in Washington for the past 10 
years, an adviser to the U.S. delegation to UNESCO, and a member of the U.S. 
Education Mission to Japan; Dr. Lloyd S. Woodburne, formerly of the University 





der- 
dent 


ools 
t W. 
“sity 
r, a 
ska, 

for 
s on 


tary 
it 10 
US. 
“sity 


NATIONAL DEFENSE EDUCATION ACT OF 1958 4] 


of Michigan and now dean of the College of Arts and Sciences at the University 
of Washington, Seattle, Wash.; Dr. Harold L. Hazen, electrical engineer and 
dean of the Graduate School at the Massachusetts Institute of Technology, Cam- 
bridge, Mass.; and Dr. Jay Saunders Redding, novelist and professor of Bnglish 
at the Hampton Institute in Hampton, Va. 


GRADUATE PROGRAMS PROPOSED UNDER TiTLe IV, NDBA or 1958 


(Listed by subject, State, institution, and number of fellowships requested) 


JANUARY 14, 1959. 
Total programs proposed: 1,040. 
Total fellowships requested : 5,987. 
From 169 institutions. 
In 46 States and Hawaii (none from Alaska, Nevada, New Hampshire). 


HUMANITIES 
Chinese and Japanese: 
California : 
University of California, Berkeley : 
Modern Chinese (4) 
Stanford University: 
Chinese and Japanese languages (4) 
Total fellowships requested, Chinese and Japanese 
Classics: 
California : 
University of California, Berkeley : 
Classics (3) 
Stanford University : 
Classics (4) 
North Carolina: 
University of North Carolina: 
Classics (5) 
Total Talia wenow TOmeestes, CAGMCR 8 oe i 12 
Comparative literature: 
Arkansas: 
University of Arkansas: 
Comparative literature (12) 
California: 
Occidental College : 
Comparative literature (5) 
Colorado: 
University of Colorado: 
Modern languages (10) 
Georgia: : 


Kmory University : 
Modern literature (2) 
New York: 
Cornell University : 
Comparative literature (3) 
Tennessee : 
Vanderbilt University : 
Comparative literature (5) 
Utah: 
University of Utah: 
Comparative literature (6) 
Virginia : 
University of Virginia : 
American and contemporary literature (5) 
Total fellowships requested, comparative literature 
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GRADUATE PROGRAMS Proposep UNDER TiTLe IV, NDEA or 1958—Continued 
(Listed by subject, State, institution, and number of fellowships requested ) 


HUMANITIES—continued 
English : 
Alabama: 
University of Alabama: 
English (6) 
Arkansas: 
University of Arkansas: 
English (8) 
California : 
University of California, Berkeley : 
English (12) 
Claremont College: 
English and American literature (6) 
Occidental College: 
English and comparative literature (5) 
University of Southern California : 
English (10) 
Stanford University : 
American literature (6) 
Connecticut : 
University of Connecticut : 
English (10) 
District of Columbia : 
George Washington University : 
English and American literature (12) 
Georgia : 
Emory University : 
English literature of the Victorian and later periods (7) 
American literature (6) 
Indiana : 
Notre Dame University : 
Graduate English studies (6) 
Kansas: 
University of Kansas: 
English (6) 
Kentucky: 
University of Kentucky: 
English (3) 
Mississippi : 
University of Mississippi : 
English (6) 
Missouri: 
Washington University : 
English (5) 
New York: 
University of Buffalo: 
English (5) 
Cornell University : 
English (3) 
University of Rochester : 
English (5) 
North Carolina: 
Duke University : 
English (5) 
Ohio: 
Western Reserve University : 
English (5) 
Onlahoma : 
University of Oklahoma: 
Contemporary English and American literature (4) 
Pennsylvania: 
University of Pennsylvania: 
English (15) 
Temple University : 
English (6) 
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GRADUATE PROGRAMS PROPOSED UNDER TiTLE IV, NDEA or 1958—Continued 
(Listed by subject, State, stitution, and number of fellowships requested ) 


HUMANITIES—Ccontinued 
English—Continued 
Texas: 
Baylor University : 
English (4) 
Rice Institute: 
English (5) 
University of Texas: 
English (6) 
Texas Technological College : 
English (3) 
Virginia: 
University of Virginia : 
English (1) 
Total fellowships requested, English 
Fine art and architecture : 
California : 

University of California, Berkeley : 

History of art (2) 
Maryland: 

Johns Hopkins University : 

Art (3) 
Michigan: 

University of Michigan: 

Landscape architecture (3) 
Missouri: 
Washington University : 
Art and archaeology (3) 
New York: 
Cornell University : 
History of art and archaeology (2) 
Total fellowships requested, fine art and architecture 
Foreign languages (general and other) : 
Alabama: 
University of Alabama: 
Romance languages (6) 
California : 

University of California Berkeley : 
Slavic languages and literature (5) 
Scandinavian languages and literature (2) 

Stanford University : 

Modern European languages (9) 
Colorado: 

Colorado State College: 

Modern foreign languages (12) 
Connecticut : 

University of Connecticut: 

Romance languages (10) 
District of Columbia : 

George Washington University : 

Romance languages and literature (15) 
Illinois: 

University of Chicago: 

Romance languages and literature (6) 
Louisiana: 

Louisiana State University : 

Foreign languages and linquistics (15) 

Tulane University : 

French and Italian (5) 
Michigan : 
University of Michigan: 
Slavic languages and literature (10) 
Oregon: 
University of Oregon: 
Romance languages (4) 
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GRADUATE PROGRAMS Proposep UNDER TitLe IV, NDEA or 1958—Continued 
(Listed by subject, State, institution, and number of fellowships requested ) 
HUMANITIES—continued 


Foreign languages (general and other )—-Continued 
Pennsylvania : 
Dropsie College : 
Cognate languages and Islamic studies (10) 
Texas: 
University of Texas: 
Germanic languages (5) 
Washington: 
University of Washington : 
Far Eastern Slavic languages and literature (4) 
Total fellowships requested, foreign languages (general and other)___-_ 118 
French : 
‘Indiana : 
Indiana University : 
French (5) 
Total fellowships requested, French _____--___- Seki ed A BLE ie 5 
German: 
California : 
University of California, Berkeley : 
German (5) 
Kansas: 
University of Kansas: 
German (5) 
Louisiana : 
Tulane University : 
German (4) 
Total fellowships requested, German____..__.___ 14 
Humanities (general and other) : 
Florida: 
Florida State University : 
Humanities (10) 
Georgia : 
Emory University: 
Medieval-Renaissance studies (4) 
Tilinois : 
Loyola University : 
Western civilization and culture humanities (5) 
Massachusetts : 
Radcliffe College: 
Humanities (1) 
Tufts University : 
Humanistic studies (15) 
Missouri : 
University of Kansas City: 
History and literature (11) 
New Jersey: 
Drew University : 
Humanities (20) 





Total fellowships requested, humanities (general and other) ~_-.------ 66 


Journalism : 
California : 
University of Southern California : 
Communication (6) 
Wisconsin : 
University of Wisconsin: 
Mass communications (3) 


Total fellowships requested, journalism_____-_--- 9 





Linguistics : 
Illinois: 
University of Chicago: 
Applied English linguistics (8) 
University of Illinois: 
Linguistics (4) 
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GRADUATE PROGRAMS PROPOSED UNDER TitLe IV, NDEA or 1958—Continued 
(Listed by subject, State, institution, and number. of fellowships requested ) 


HUMANITIES—continued 
Linguistics—Continued 
Missouri: 

University of Missouri: 
Linguistics (4) 

Total fellowships requested, linguistics____.___.__.______ Pike ata hgacaiciweigiaash 16 
Music: 
Massachusetts: 

New England Conservatory of Music: 
Chamber music (4) 
Conducting (5) 

New York: 

University of Rochester : 

Church music (5) 
Tennessee : 

George Peabody College: 

Music (6) 
Washington : 

University of Washington: 

Music (2) 
Total fellowships requested, music._..........~.-..~------.--- scene 22 
Philosophy : 
Georgia : 
Emory University: 
Philosophy (4) 
Maryland: 

Johns Hopkins University : 
Philosophy (3) 

University of Maryland: 
Philosophy (5) 

Massachusetts : 

Brandeis University : 

History of ideas (8) 
Missouri : 

St. Louis University: 
Intellectual history (10) 
Research in morals (4) 

New York: 

Cornell University : 
Philosophy (3) 

New School for Social Research : 
Psychology and philosophy (8) 

Pennsylvania : 

Pennsylvania State University: 

Philosophy (5) 
Texas: 

University of Texas: 

Philosophy (4) 
Washington: 

University of Washington : 

Philosophy (2) 
Total fellowships requested, philosophy.---~---~~.~..2 0. 6. - 00 -------eue 56 
Religion and theology : 
yeorgia : 
Emory University : 
Old Testament (5) 
Tlinois : 

University of Chicago: 

Religion and health (4) 
Indiana: 

St. Mary’s College: 

Theology (10) 


37376—59——4 
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GRADUATE PRoGRAMS Proposep UNDER TiTLE IV, NDEA or 1958—Continued 
(Listed by subject, State, institution, and number of fellowships requested) 


NATIONAL DEFENSE EDUCATION ACT OF 1958 


HUMANITIES—Ccontinued 


Religion and theology—Continued 
New Jersey: 
Princeton Theological Seminary : 
Christianity and American society (1) | 
Christianity and personality (1) 
New York: 
Jewish Theological Seminary of America: 
Higher Jewish studies (7) 
New York University: 
Hebraic and Judeo-Arabic studies (5) 
Union Theological Seminary : 
Theology (5) 
Pennsylvania : 
Dropsie College : 
Comparative religion (10) 
Rhode Island: 
Brown University : 
Religious studies (4) 
Texas: 
Baylor University : 
Religion (10) 
Total fellowships requested, religion and theology 62 
Russian : 
Pennsylvania : 
Bryn Mawr College: 
Russian (3) 
Total. fellowships requested, Russian_........-.-...---..---- 3 
Spanish'and Portuguese : 
Louisiana : 
Tulane University : 
Spanish and Portuguese (5) 
Total fellowships requested, Spanish and Portuguese 5 
Speech and dramatic arts: 
Illinois : 
Northwestern University : 
Drama (4) 
Southern Illinois University : 
Speech (5) 
Iowa: 


Iowa State University : 
Dramatic art (3) 
Michigan : 
Wayne State University : 
Speech, radio, and television (2) 











0: 
Ohio University : 
Speech (9) 
Oklahoma : 
University of Oklahoma: 
Speech (3) 
Oregon : 
University of Oregon: 
Speech (4) 
Washington: 
University of Washington: 
Speech (2) 


Total fellowships requested, speech and dramatic arts__._------~-~--- 32 








NATIONAL DEFENSE EDUCATION ACT OF 1958 47 


od GRADUATE PROGRAMS Proposep UNDER TitLe IV, NDEA oF 1958—Continued 
1) ‘(Listed by subject, State, institution, and number of fellowships requested ) 
EDUCATION 


Childhood and elementary education: 
California : 
University of California, Berkeley : 
Childhood development (6) 
District of Columbia: 
George Washington University: 
Elementary education (5) 
Illinois: 
Southern Illinois University : 
Elementary education (15) 
Mississippi : 
University of Mississippi: 
Elementary education (4) 
North Dakota: 
University of North Dakota: 
Elementary education (6) 





Ohio: 
Ohio University : 
Elementary education (6) 
Pennsylvania : 
62 Temple University : 
Elementary education (3) 
Total fellowships requested, childhood and elementary education.__.... 45 
College teaching (general) : 
Arizona : 
3 Arizona State University: 
Training of college teachers (20) 
Illinois: 
University of Chicago: 
Education of college teachers (10) 
5 Indiana: 
Purdue University : 
College teaching honors program (20) 
Maryland: 
University of Maryland: 
Higher education (5) 
Missouri : 
University of Kansas City: 
College teaching (20) 
St. Louis University : 
Philosophy and sister formation (10) 
New Jersey: 
Rutgers University : 
Education of college teachers (12) 
Liberal arts college teaching (20) 
New York: 
Cornell University : 
College teaching (12) 
Oklahoma : 
Oklahoma State University: 
College teaching (20) 
Pennsylvania : 
Pennsylvania State University : 
Preparation of college teachers (20) 
Tennessee : 
University of Tennessee : 
Higher education (10) 
Washington: 
University of Washington : 
College teaching (4) 
Total fellowships requested, college teaching (general) ---------------- 183 
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GRADUATE PROGRAMS PROPOSED UNDER TiTLe IV, NDEA or 1958—Continued G 
(Listed by subject, State, institution, and number of fellowships requested) ( 
EDUCATION—Ccontinued 
Comparative education : 
Illinois: Bat 
University of Illinois: 
Comparative eduction (4) 
Indiana: 


Indiana University : 
Comparative education (5) 
Michigan : 
University of Michigan: 
Comparative education (2) 
Total fellowships requested, comparative education__._._..__________-- li 
Education (general and other) : 
Arkansas: 
University of Arkansas: 
Education (6) 
California : 
College of the Pacific: 
Education (3) 
Immaculate Heart College: 
Education (11) 
Colorado: 
University of Denver : 
Education (10) 
Florida : 
University of Miami: 
Education (5) 
Illinois : 
Northwestern University : 
Philosophy of education (3) 
School advanced education (7) 
Southern Illinois University : 
Speech’ correction (5) 
Indiana : 
Butler University : 
Education (25) 
Kansas: 
University of Wichita : 
Logopedics (3) 
Massachusetts : 
Boston College : 
Education (3) 
Boston University : 
Philosophy of education (10) 
Michigan : ; 
Wayne State University : 
Education and vocational rehabilitation (6) 
Minnesota : 
University of Minnescta : 
Teaching of social sciences (16) 
Mississippi : 
Mississippi Southern College : 
Education (20) 
Missouri: 
University of Kansas City: 
Education (20) 
Nebraska : KB 
University of Nebraska : 
Educational psychology (7) 
New Mexico: 
New Mexico Highlands University : 
Science education (8) 
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GRADUATE PROGRAMS PROPOSED UNDER TrTte IV, NDEA or 1958—Continued 
(Listed by subject, State, institution, and number of fellowships requested) 


EDUCATION—continued 


Bducation (general and other )—Continued 
New York: 
Columbia Teachers College: 
Teachers of community colleges (50) 
Yeshiva University : 
Education (35) 
North Carolina : 
University of North Carolina: 
Educational sociology (4) 
Oklahoma : 
University of Tulsa : 
Education (5) 


on : 

University of Oregon: 

Education (4) 
Pennsylvania : 

University of Pittsburgh : 
Education (5) 

Educational psychology (3) 
South Dakota: 

South Dakota State University : 

Education (12) 
Tennessee : 
George Peabody College: 
Comparative education (6) 
Texas: 
Baylor University : 
Education (8) 

University of Texas: 
Education (6) 

Texas Technological College : 
Education (9) 

Texas Women’s University: 
Health and physical education (2) 
Recreation administration (2) 

Utah: 

University of Utah: 

Educational psychology (6) 

Utah State University : 

Education (2) 
Industrial education (2) 
Washington: 

Pacific Lutheran College: 
Education (10) 

University of Washington : 
Education (4) 

Foreign languages teacher training (12) 

Washington State College: 
Teacher education (3) 

Wisconsin : 
University of Wisconsin : 
Adult education (10) 
Teaching of political science (1) 
Total fellowships requested, education (general and other)---.----- 367 
BHducation administration and curriculum : 
Georgia : 

University of Georgia: 

Student personnel services (7) 
Idaho: 

University of Idaho: 

School administration (2) 
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GRADUATE PROGRAMS Proposed ‘UNDER TirtE IV, NDEA or 1958—Continued 
(Listed by subject, State, institution, and number of fellowships requested), 
EDUCATION—continued 


Education administration and curriculum—Continued 
Illinois : 
University of Chicago: 
Educational administration (10) 
Southern Illinois University : 
Educational administration (10) 
Ohio: 
Ohio University : 
School administration (6) 
New York: 
Cornell University : 
Curriculum development (7) 
Utah: 


Brigham Young University : 
Educational administration (6) 
Total fellowships requested, education administration and curriculum... 48 
Guidance and counseling: 
Alabama : 
University of Alabama: 
Educational psychology and guidance (6) 
District of Columbia : 
Catholic University : 
Education (5) 
Florida : 
University of Florida : 
Guidance and personnel services (10) 
Idaho: 
University of Idaho: 
Guidance and counseling (2) 
Illinois: 
University of Chicago: 
Educational psychology (10) 
Loyola University : 
Guidance and counseling (8) 
Southern Illinois University : 
Guidance (6) 
Iowa: 
Iowa State University : 
College student personnel work (2) 
Mississippi: 
University of Mississippi : 
Education counseling (4) 
Missouri : 
University of Missouri: 
School psychology (5) 
North Carolina: 
North Carolina College: 
Education for fellowships in guidance (7) 
North Dakota : 
University of North Dakota: 
Counseling and guidance (6) 
Ohio: 
University of Cincinnati: 
Counseling psychology (5) 
Ohio University : 
Guidance and counseling (6) 
Oregon: 
Oregon State College : 
Counselor training (2) 
University of Portland: 
Counseling psychology (5) 
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GRADUATE PROGRAMS ProposepD UNDER TiTLE IV, NDEA or 1958—Continued 
(Listed by subject, State, institution, and number of fellowships requested) 
EDUCATION—continued 


Guidance and counseling—Continued 
Wisconsin : 
University of Wisconsin : 
Guidance and personnel services (4) 
Wyoming: 
University of Wyoming: 
Educational guidance (5) 
Total fellowships requested, guidance and counseling 
Secondary education: 
Illinois : 
Southern Illinois University : 
Secondary education (7) 
Mississippi : 
University of Mississippi : 
Secondary education (4) 
Nebraska: 
University of Nebraska: 
Secondary education (10) 
Total fellowships requested, secondary education 
Specialized teaching fields: 
Colorado: 
Colorado State College: 
Mathematics education (12) 
Florida: 
Florida State University : 
Physical education (6) 
Illinois: 
Southern Illinois University : 
Health education (5) 
Massachuetts : 
Springfield College: 
Physical education (5) 
Michigan: 
University of Michigan: 
Teaching of science (2) 
New York: 
Cornell University : 
Home economics-education (4) 
University of Rochester : 
Music education (5) 
Syracuse University: 
Mathematics education (15) 
North Carolina: 
North Carolina College: 
French training of teachers and Government personnel (10) 
Training of reading specialists (8) 
North Dakota: 
University of North Dakota: 
Business education (8) 
Oregon: 
University of Oregon: 
Health, physical education and recreation (4) 
Pennsylvania: 
Dropsie College: 
Methods of language instruction (10) 
University of Pennsylvania: 
Graduate business education (10) 
South Carolina: 
University of South Carolina: 
Training college teachers in five fields (12) 
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GRADUATE PROGRAMS Proposep UnpEr Titte IV, NDEA or 1958—Continued Gu 

(Listed by subject, State, institution, and number of fellowships requested) (L 
EDUCATION—continued 

Specialized teaching fields—Continued pace 


Wisconsin : 
University of Wisconsin : 
Physical education (6) 
Total fellowships requested, specialized teaching fields 122 





SOCIAL SCIENCES 
Area and regional studies: 
California : 
University of California, Berkley : 
African studies (6) 
Chinese and Japanese politics (3) 
Middle Eastern studies (4) 
Southeast Asia studies (4) 
Soviet and East European politics (3) Bus 
University of California, Los Angeles: - 
Near Eastern studies (4) 
District of Columbia : 
Georgetown University : 
Soviet area studies (10) 
Florida : 
University of Florida: 
Inter-American studies (10) 
Illinois : 
University of Chicago: 
Far Eastern languages and civilization (12) 
Russian studies (6) 
South Asian studies (10) 
University of Illinois: 
Russian specialization (4) 
Loyola University : 
Civilization and Cultures of the Americas (10) 
Indiana : 
Indiana University : 
Russian and East European studies (20) 
Maryland: 
Johns Hopkins University : 
African studies (6) 
Massachusetts : 
Boston University: 
African studies (4) 
Michigan: 
University of Michigan: 
Southeast Asia language and area studies (8) 
Missouri: 
St. Louis University : 
Spanish and Latin American studies (10) 
New Mexico: 
University of New Mexico: 
Ibero-American studies (10) 
New York: 
Columbia University : 
East Asian studies (10) 
Near and Middle East studies (10) 
Slavic, Russian, and East European studies (10) 
Uralic and Altaic studies (4) 
New York University : 
African studies (5) 
Brazilian studies (10) 
Southeast Asian anthropology and linguistics (5) 
St. John’s University : 
Far Eastern and Slavic studies (15) 
Latin American area studies (15) 
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GRADUATE PROGRAMS Proposep UNDER Tirtte IV, NDEA or 1958—Continued 
(Listed by subject, State, institution, and number of fellowships requested ) 
| SOCIAL SCIENCES—continued 


Area _ regional studies—Continued 
hio: 

Ohio State University : 

Central European studies (5) 
29 Utah: 

University of Utah: 

American studies (3) 
Washington: 

University of Washington: 

Area studies (8) 
Wisconsin : 

University of Wisconsin: 
Inter-American studies (10) 
Russian area studies (6) 

Total fellowships requested, area and regional studies_._._..__._..._.__- 260 
Business and accounting: 
Alabama: 
University of Alabama: 
Accounting (5) 
Marketing (4) 
Arkansas: 

University of Arkansas: 

Business administration (7) 
California: 

University of California, Berkeley : 
Business administration (6) 

University of California, Los Angeles: 
Business administration (10) 

University of Southern California : 
Business administration (16) 

Colorado: 

University of Colorado: 

Business administration (10) 
District of Columbia: 
American University : 
Business administration (5) 
Illinois: 
University of Chicago: 
Business (5) 

University of Illinois: 

Business administration (5) 
Finance (4) 
Indiana: 

Indiana University : 

International business administration (10 

Management theory (20) 

Quantitive business analysis (10) 
Louisiana : 

Louisiana State University: 

Business administration and economics (24) 
Michigan : 

Michigan State University : 

Business administration (20) 
Minnesota : 
University of Minnesota : 
Business administration (10) 
Mississippi : 
Economics and business administration (12) 
Missouri: 
University of Kansas City: 
Business administration (20) 

Washington University : 

Business administration (20) 
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GRADUATE PROGRAMS Proposep UNDER TITLE IV, NDEA or 1958—Continued GR 
(Listed by subject, State, institution, and number of fellowships requested) (L 


SOCIAL SCIENCES—continued 


Business and accounting—Continued 
New York: 
Cornell University : 
Operations research (6) 
New York University : 
Management science (10) 
Syracuse University : 
Business administration (10) 
North Carolina: 
University of North Carolina: 
Business administration (1) 
Texas: 
University of Texas: 
Business administration (4) 
Utah: 
University of Utah: 
Business administration (3) 
Washington: 
University of Washington: 
Business administration (5) 
Total fellowships requested, business and accounting 
Economics : 
California: 
University of California, Berkeley : 
Econometrics (5) 
Economic history (8) 
Claremont College: 
Economics (5) 
Stanford University: 
Economics (5) 
Colorado: 
University of Colorado: 
Economics (13) 
Florida : 
University of Florida: 
Land economics (8) 
Illinois: 
University of Chicago: 
Economics (6) 
University of Illinois: 
Economics (4) 
Indiana: 
Purdue University : 
Human resources in agriculture (3) 
Quantitative economics (20) 
Kansas: 
Kansas State College: 
Agricultural economics (4) 
Kentucky: 
University of Kentucky: 
Mathematical economics (3) 
Louisiana : 
Louisiana State University : 


Mathematical economics and econometrics (12) 


Tulane University : 
Economics (5) 
Maryland: 
University of Maryland: 
Economics (5) 
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ed GRADUATE PROGRAMS ProposeD UNDER TITLE IV, NDEA or 1958—Continued 





d) (Listed by subject, State, institution, and number of fellowships requested ) 


SOCIAL SCIENCES—continued 
Economics—Continued 
Massachusetts : 
Boston College : 
Economics (3) 
Boston University : 
Economics (6) 
Minnesota : 

University of Minnesota : 

Economics (5) 
Missouri: 

St. Louis University : 
Economics (10) 

Washington University : 
Economics (6) 

New York: 

Cornell University : 
Economics (5) 
Labor problems (2) 

New School for Social Research : 
Economic development (8) 

62 University of Rochester: 
Economics (5) 
North Carolina: 
Duke University: 
Economics (4) 

University of North Carolina: 
Economic theory (2) 
International economics (2) 
Soviet economics (3) 

North Carolina State College: 
Agricultural policy (6) 

Oklahoma: 

Oklahoma State University: 

Economies (2) 
Oregon: 

University of Oregon: 
Economics (4) 

Oregon State College: 
Agricultural economics (2) 

Pennsylvania : 

University of Pennsylvania: 

General economics (15) 
Rhode Island: 

Brown University: 

Econometrics and mathematical economics (6) 
South Carolina: 

Clemson A. & M. College: 

Agricultural economics (8) 
Tennessee : 

University of Tennessee: 

Economies (9) 
Texas: 

University of Houston: 
Economics (6) 

Southern Methodist University: 
Economics (5) 

Utah: 


University of Utah: 
Economies (3) 
Virginia : 
University of Virginia: 
Economics of underdeveloped countries (3) 
Resource economics (3) 
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GRADUATE PRoGRAMS PrRoposep UNDER TiTLE IV, NDEA or 1958—Continued 
(Listed by subject, State, institution, and number of fellowships requested ) 


SOCIAL SCIENCES—continued 
Economics—Continued 
Washington: 
University of Washington: 
Economics (4) 
Wisconsin : 
University of Wisconsin: 
Economics history (6) 
Total fellowships requested, economics 
Geography : 
Illinois: 
University of Chicago: 
Statistical methods in geography (3) 
Iowa: 
Iowa State University: 
Geography (4) 
Michigan : 
Wayne State University : 
Geography (2) 
Ohio: 
Ohio State University : 
Geodesy, cartography (5) 
Washington : 
University of Washington: 
Geography (4) 
Total fellowships requested, geography 
History : 
Alabama: 
University of Alabama: 
History (5) 
California : 
University of California, Berkeley : 
History (8) 
University of California, Los Angeles: 
History (6) 
Claremont College: 
American history (6) 
University of Southern California : 
History of science (6) 
Stanford University: 
Eastern Mediterranean studies (4) 
Colorado: 
University of Denver: 
History (10) 
Connecticut : 
University of Connecticut: 
History (8) 
Florida: 
Florida State University : 
History (6) 
Georgia : 
Emory University: 
American history (3) 
European history (5) 
Idaho: 
University of Idaho: 
History (3) 
Illinois : 
University of Chicago: 
American history (10) 
History of culture (8) 
Kentucky: 
University of Kentucky: 
History (2) 
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GRADUATE ProGRAMS Proposep UNDE Tittz IV, NDEA or 1958—Continued 
(Listed by subject, State, institution, and number of fellowships requested ) 


SOCIAL SCIENCES—continued 
History—Continued 
Massachusetts : 
Boston College: 
History (3) 
Mississippi : 
University of Mississippi : 
History (6) 
New York: 
Cornell University : 
History (20) 
University of Rochester : 
History (2) 
North Carolina: 
Duke University : 
History (3) 
Oklahoma : 
University of Oklahoma : 
History of science (4) 
Oregon: 
University of Oregon: 
History (4) 
Pennsylvania : 
Dropsie College: 
History (10) 
University of Pittsburgh: 
History (5) 
Rhode Island: 
brown University : 
History (5) 
Texas: 
Baylor University : 
History (4) 
Rice Institute: 
History (5) 
Texas Technological College: 
History (3) 
Washington : 
University of Washington: 
History of India (1) 
History of science (1) 
Latin American history (1) 
Russian history (1) 
West Virginia: 
West Virgina University: 
History (8) 
Total fellowships requested, history 
Home economics: 
New York: 
Cornell University : 
Economics of the home (2) 
Oregon : 
Oregon State College: 
Family life (2) 
Textiles (1) 
Utah: 
Brigham Young University: 
Human development and family relationships (2) 
Total fellowships requested, home economics 
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NATIONAL DEFENSE EDUCATION ACT OF 1958 


(Listed by subject, State, institution, and number of fellowships requested ) 


SOCIAL SCIENCES—continued 
International relations: 
District of Columbia: 
American University : 
International relations (18) 
George Washington University : 
International relations (14) 
Kentucky : 
University of Kentucky : 
World politics and international economics (5) 
Maryland: 
University of Maryland: 
International organization and administration (5) 
Massachusetts : 
Fletcher School of Law and Diplomacy : 
International affairs (12) 
Oklahoma : 
University of Oklahoma: 
International studies (4) 
Oregon : 
University of Oregon: 
International relations (4) 
Virginia: 
University of Virginia: 
Foreign affairs (5) 
Wisconsin : 
University of Wisconsin : 
American foreign policy (2) 
Total fellowships requested, international relations._._._._..._.___.__-_____ 69 
Political science and government: 
California : 
University of California, Berkeley : 
Political science (3) 
Claremont College: 
Government (6) 
Occidental College : 
History and government (5) 
Political economy (5) 
Connecticut : 
University of Connecticut: 
Political science (10) 
District of Columbia: 
American University : 
Government (10) 
Catholic University : 
Political science (8) 
Florida : 
Florida State University : 
Government (10) 
Georgia : 
Emory University: 
Political science (6) 
Political science (behavioral methodology) (6) 
Idaho: 
University of Idaho: 
Political science (3) 
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GRADUATE PROGRAMS PROPOSED UNDER TITLE IV, NDEA oF 1958—Continued 





(Listed by subject, State, institution, and number of fellowships requested) 


SOCIAL SCIENCES—continued 


Political science and government—Continued 
Illinois: 
University of Chicago: 
Government (3) 
University of Illinois: 
Political science (4) 
Southern Illinois University : 
Government (6) 
Maine: 
University of Maine: 
History and government (10) 
Maryland: 
Johns Hopkins University : 
Political economy (5) 
Massachusetts : 
Massachusetts Institute of Technology (15) 
Nebraska : 
University of Nebraska: 
Political science (5) 
New Jersey : 
Rutgers University : 
Political science (5) 
New York: 
Fordham University : 
Political science (4) 
North Carolina : 
Duke University : 
Political science (6) 
Oregon: 
University of Oregon: 
Political science (4) 
Pennsylvania : 
Pennsylvania State University : 
Political science and government (5) 
University of Pittsburgh : 
Political science (5) 
Tennessee : 
Vanderbilt University : 
Comparative politics (8) 
Virginia: 
University of Virginia : 
Political economy (3) 
Washington: 
Pacific Lutheran College: 
American institutions (2) 
University of Washington : 
Foreign and comparative government (3) 
Non-Western political systems (3) 
Wisconsin : 
University of Wisconsin: 
Politics and public policy (2) 
Total fellowships requested, political science and government____---~- 170 
Public administration : 
California : 
University of Southern California : 
Public administration (8) 
Indiana: 
Indiana University : 
Public administration (8) 
Wisconsin: 
University of Wisconsin : 
Public administration (4) 
Total fellowships requested, public administration-_.__._._-.---------- 20 
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GR: 
GRADUATE PROGRAMS Proprosep UNDER TiTtLE IV, NDEA or 1958—Continued 


(Listed by subject, State, institution, and number of fellowships requested) 


(Li 





SOCIAL SCIENCES—continued Socio 
Socio 
Social sciences (general and other) : I 
California : 
University of California, Los Angeles: 
Archaeology (3) 
Colorado: 
Colorado State College: 
Social studies (6) I 
Georgia: 
Emory University : 
Religion and society (10) t 
Massachusetts : 
Brandeis University : 
Social welfare (3) I 
Mississippi : 
Mississippi State University : 
Social sciences (4) a 
New York: 
Syracuse University : 
Social science (15) \ 
South Dakota: 
South Dakota State College: 
Social sciences (5) 
Total fellowships requested, social sciences (general and other) --~-~- 4h 
Social psychology : 
Illinois : 
University of Chicago: 
Social Psychology (3) 
Iowa: N 
Iowa State University : 
Personality, social psychology (3) 
Massachusetts : N 
Boston University : 
Industrial psychology (4) 
Missouri : 
University of Kansas City : 
Social psychology (15) N 
Total fellowships requested, social psychology-__--_-----__....___..__- p25) 
Sociology and anthropology : 
California : 
University of California, Berkeley : 
Aging and gerontology (10) 
Sociology (10) N 
University of Southern California : 
Sociology (5) 
Stanford University : 
Behavioral sciences (4) O 
Connecticut : 
University of Connecticut : 
Sociology (10) O 
Delaware: 
University of Delaware: 
Behavioral sciences (10) 
District of Columbia : 
Catholic University : T 
Anthropology (6) 
Sociology (10) 
Georgia : W 
Emory University: 
Sociology and anthropology (4) 
Dniversity of Georgia: 
Behavioral sciences (8) 
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GRADUATE PROGRAMS PROPOSED UNDER TITLE IV, NDEA oF 1958—Continued 


(Listed by subject, State, institution, and number of fellowships requested ) 





SOCIAL SCIENCES—continued 


Sociology and anthropology—Continued 
Illinois: 

University of Chicago: 
Anthropology (10) 
Quantitative sociology (6) 

Loyola University : 

Sociology (10) 
Indiana: 

Indiana University : 
Urban studies (4) 

lowa: 

lowa State University: 

Urban community studies (3) 
Louisiana : 

Tulane University: 

Sociology and anthropology (10) 
Maryland: 

Johns Hopkins University : 

Social relations (4) 
Massachusetts : 

Boston University : 

Sociology of religion (8) 

Brandeis University : 

46 Anthropology (6) 

Massachusetts Institute of Technology : 
City and regional planning (4) 

Tufts University: 

Sociology (4) 
Michigan: 

Wayne State University: 

Sociology and urban planning (10) 
Missouri: 

St. Louis University: 

Anthropology (10) 

Washington University: 

Sociology and anthropology (6) 
New York: 

3 University of Buffalo: 
Anthropological linguistics (6) 
Sociological theory (5) 

New School of Social Research: 
Sociology and social psychology (10) 

North Carolina: 

University of North Carolina: 
Anthropology (4) 

Sociology and anthropology (6) 
Ohio: 

Western Reserve University : 

Sociology (3) 
Oregon : 

University of Oregon: 
Anthropology (4) 

Community study (4) 
Sociology (4) 
Tennessee : 

University of Tennessee : 

Sociology (6) 
Washington : 

University of Washington: 

Sociology (4) 


37376—59—_—5 
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GRADUATE PROGRAMS ProposeD UNDER TiTLE IV, NDEA or 1958—Continued 
(Listed by subject, State, institution, and number of fellowships requested) 
SOCIAL SCIENCES—Ccontinued 


Sociology and anthropology—Continued 
Wisconsin : 
University of Wisconsin: 
Urban studies (4) 
Total fellowships requested, sociology and anthropology 


BIOLOGICAL SCIENCES 
Agriculture: 
Arizona: 
University of Arizona: 
Watershed management (5) 
California : 
University of California, Berkeley : 
Agricultural chemistry (4) 
University of California, Davis: 
Postharvest biochemistry and physiology of fruits (5) 
Fundamental aspects of growth and development (4) 
Soils and plant nutrition (10) 
University of California, Los Angeles: 
Horticultural science (3) 
Colorado: 
Colorado State University : 
Watershed management (2) 
Soil science (2) 
Florida : 
University of Florida : 
sinih Radiation biology in agriculture (10) 


rgia: 

University of Georgia : 
Animal nutrition (7) 

Hawaii: 

University of Hawaii: 


Soil science (2) 
Idaho: 

University of Idaho: 

Agricultural chemistry (2) 
Indiana: 

Purdue University : 

Environmental physiology of animals (6) 
Kansas: 

Kansas State College: 

Animal breeding (7) 

Animal nutrition (10) 

Agronomy (4) 
Massachusetts : 

University of Massachusetts: 
Poultry science (1) 

Michigan : 

Michigan State University : 
Farm crops (8) 
Horticulture (23) 

Mississippi : 
Mississippi State University : 
Agronomy (3) 
New York: 
Cornell University : 
Agronomy (7) 
Natural resources conservation (3) 
North Carolina : 

North Carolina State College: 
Pesticide deposition (3) 
Soils and plant nutrition (6) 
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GRADUATE PROGRAMS ProposeD UNDER T1TLE IV, NDEA or 1958—Continued 
(Listed by subject, State, institution, and number of fellowships requested ) 
BIOLOGICAL SCIENCES—continued 


Agriculture—Continued 
Oklahoma: 
Oklahoma State University : 
Soil science (4) 
Oregon: 
Oregon State College : 
Soil physics (2) 
Soil chemistry (3) 
Vegetable breeding and genetics (2) 
Horticulture (2) 
Dairy and animal husbandry (5) 
Animal nutrition (2) 
Carcass evaluation of meat animals (2) 
Seed physiology (1) 
Physiological and ecological factors in forage management (2) 
South Dakota: 
South Dakota State College: 
Agronomy (4) 
Poultry husbandry (2) 
Dairy nutrition (2) 
Utah: 
Utah State University : 
Range management (3) 
Virginia : 
Virginia Polytechnic Institute: 
Horticulture (5) 
West Virginia : 
West Virginia University : 
Agricultural biochemistry (3) 
Total fellowships requested, agriculture 
Bacteriology : 
Kansas: 
University of Kansas: 
Bacteriology (3) 
Kansas State College: 
Bacteriology (3) 
Massachusetts : 
University of Massachusetts : 
Bacteriology and virology (3) 
New Jersey : 
Rutgers University : 
Bacteriology (4) 
North Carolina: 
North Carolina State College: 
Bacteriology (5) 
Ohio: 


University of Cincinnati: 
Bacteriology (2) 
Oklahoma : 
Oklahoma State University: 
Bacteriology (5) 
Total fellowships requested, bacteriology 
Biochemistry and biophysics: 
California : 
University of California, Davis: 
Biochemistry (4) 
Florida : 
University of Miami: 
Biochemistry (3) 
Hawaii: 
University of Hawaii: 
Biochemistry (5) 
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GRADUATE PROGRAMS Proposep UNDER TiTLE IV, NDEA or 1958—Continued 
(Listed by subject, State, institution, and number of fellowships requested) 
BIOLOGICAL SCIENCES—continued 


Biochemistry and biophysics—Continued 
Illinois: 

Loyola University : 

Physical biochemistry (5) 
Indiana : 

Indiana University : 

Biochemistry (4) 
Kansas: 

University of Kansas: 

Organic chemistry (5) 
Maryland: 

Johns Hopkins University : 
Biophysics (5) 
Physiological chemistry (4) 

Minnesota : 

University of Minnesota : 

Chemistry of natural products (5) 
New York: 

State University of New York: 

Biochemistry, microbiology, pharmacology (6) 
North Dakota : 
North Dakota Agricultural College: 
Organic chemistry (10) 
Oregon: 
Oregon State College: 
Organic chemistry (4) 
Pharmaceutical and organic chemistry (4) 
Radiation biochemistry (2) 
Chemistry of the mechanism of action of biologically active 
agents (5) 
Pennsylvania : 

University of Pittsburgh: 

Biochemistry (4) 
South Dakota: 

South Dakota State College: 

Biochemistry (2) 
Tennessee : 

Vanderbilt University : 

Chemistry (4) 
Utah: 

Utah State University: 

Nutrition and biochemistry (4) 
Vermont: 

University of Vermont: 

Biochemistry (5) 
Virginia : 

Medical College of Virginia : 
Biophysics and biometry (1) 
Biochemistry (2) 

Washington: 

University of Washington : 

Biochemistry (3) 
Total fellowships requested, biochemistry and biophysics 
Biology, general: 
Alabama: 
University of Alabama: 
Biology (4) 
California: 

University of California, Davis: 

Entomology, toxonomy, biology (2) 
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GRADUATE PROGRAMS Proposep UNDER TiTLteE I[V, NDEA or 1958—Continued 
(Listed by subject, State, institution, and number of fellowships requested ) 
BIOLOGICAL SCIENCES—continued 


Biology, general—Continued 
Delaware: 
University of Delaware: 
Biological sciences (4) 
Indiana: 
Notre Dame University: 
Biology (5) 
Purdue University : 
Biological sciences (10) 
Kentucky : 
University of Kentucky: 
Biological sciences (3) 
Massachusetts : 
Tufts University : 
Biology (2) 
Michigan : 
Wayne State University : 
Biology (4) 
Minnesota : 
University of Minnesota : 
Biology (9) 
New Jersey: 
Rutgers University : 
Biology (6) 
New York: 
University of Buffalo: 
Biology (4) 
The Rockefeller Institute: 
Biological science (5) 
North Carolina : 
Duke University : 
Anatomy, psychology, and physiology (6) 
Oregon : 
University of Oregon: 
Biology (4) 
Rhode Island: 
University of Rhode Island: 
Biological sciences (6) 
Washington: 
Pacific Lutheran College: 
Biology (5) 
West Virginia: 
West Virginia University : 
Biology (6) 
Total fellowships requested, biology (general) 
Botany: 
Arkansas: 
University of Arkansas: 
Botany and bacteriology (2) 
California : 
University of California, Berkeley : 
Botany (1) 
Claremont College: 
Systematic botany (3) 
Colorado: 
University of Colorado: 
Plant ecology (2) 
Colorado State University : 
Botany and plant pathology (4) 
Georgia: 
University of Georgia: 
Plant sciences (7) 
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GRADUATE PROGRAMS PRoPosep UnbdEr TitLe IV, NDEA or 1958—Continued 
(Listed by subject, State, institution, and number of fellowships requested) 
BIOLOGICAL SCIENCES—continued 
Botany—Continued 
Idaho: 


University of Idaho: 
Botany (2) 
Massachusetts : 
University of Massachusetts: 
Botany (3) 
Michigan: 
Michigan State University : 
Botany and plant pathology (4) 
North Dakota: 
North Dakota Agricultural College: 
Plant science (17) 
Washington: 
University of Washington: 
Botany (3) 
Total fellowships requested, botany 
Entomology : 
Idaho: 
University of Idaho: 
Entomology (2) 
Kansas: 
Kansas State College: 
Entomology (3) 
Mississippi: 
Mississippi State University : 
Entomology and zoology (4) 
Nebraska : 
University of Nebraska : 
Entomology (5) 
North Dakota : 
North Dakota Agricultural College : 
Entomology (3) 
South Carolina : 
Clemson Agricultural and Mechanical College : 
Entomology (8) 
Total fellowships requested, entomology 
Foods and food technology : 
Georgia : 
University of Georgia : 
Food technology (7) 
Illinois : 
University of Illinois: 
Foods and nutrition (4) 
Kansas: 
Kansas State College: 
Foods and nutrition (3) 
Oregon : 
Oregon State College : 
Food science and technology (4) 
Foods and nutrition (4) 
Total fellowships requested, food and food technology 
Forestry : 
Idaho: 
University of Idaho: 
Forestry (3) 
New York: 
State University of New York: 
Forestry (3) 
North Carolina : 
North Carolina State College: 
Wood chemistry and physics (6) 
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GRADUATE ProGRAMS Proposep UNDER Titte IV, NDEA or 1958—Continued 
(Listed by subject, State, institution, and number of fellowships requested ) 


BIOLOGICAL SCIENCES—continued 
Forestry —Continued 
Oregon : 
Oregon State Colloge : 
Quality of forest tree seed (1) 
Forest products chemistry (1) 
Forest soil fertility (2) 
Washington : 
University of Washington: 
Silvacultural relations (3) 
Total fellowships requested, forestry—... 2.2... nen nsensanoreepencenn 19 
Genetics : 
Arizona: 
University of Arizona: 
Genetics (2) 
Illinois: 
University of Illinois: 
Microbiological genetics (4) 
Indiana : 
Purdue University : 
Population genetics (5) 
North Carolina : 
North Carolina State College: 
Genetics (6) 
Oregon : 
Oregon State College: 
Mammalian genetics (4) 
Microbiological genetics (2) 
Genetics and plant pathogens (1) 
Pennsylvania : 
Bryn Mawr College: 
Genetics (3) 
Virginia : 
Medical College of Virginia : 
Biology and genetics (2) 
West Virginia : 
West Virginia University : 
Plant genetics (1) 
Total fellowships requested, genetics__- 
Medical sciences : 
California : 
University of California, San Francisco: 
Medicine (2) 
Iowa: 


Iowa State University : 
Science of hearing (3) 
Kansas: 
Kansas State College : 
Veterinary medicine (3) 
Maryland: 
Johns Hopkins University : 
Hygiene and public health (3) 
Michigan: 
University of Michigan: 
Radiological health (6) 
Minnesota : 
University of Minesota : 
Medicinal products of natural origins (2) 
New York: 
Union College and University : 
Basic medical science (5) 
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GRADUATE PROGRAMS PROPOSED UNDER TITLE IV, NDEA or 1958—Continued 
(Listed by subject, State, institution, and number of fellowships requested) 
BIOLOGICAL SCIENCES—continued 


Medical sciences—Continued 
Pennsylvania: 
Hahnemann Medical College: 
Basic medical sciences (12) 
Texas: 
Texas Agricultural and Mechanical College: 
Veterinary pathology (4) 
Washington: 
University of Washington: 
Medical sciences (4) 
Total fellowships requested, medical sciences 
Other biological sciences : 
Arizona : 
University of Arizona: 
Microbiology (4) 
California : 
University of California, Berkeley : 
Space biology and medicine (2) 
University of California, Davis: 
Microbiology (2) 
Florida: 
University of Miami: 
Marine sciences (7) 
Microbiology (5) 
Georgia : 
University of Georgia: 
Microbiology (7) 
Illinois: 
Southern Illinois University : 
Microbiology (10) 
Indiana: 
Purdue University : 
Speech pathology and audiology (7) 
Maryland: 
Johns Hopkins University: 
Microbiology (3) 
Massachusetts : 
Brandeis University : 
Cellular biology (30) 
Missouri : 
University of Missouri: 
Animal (human) virology (5) 
Montana: 
Montana State University : 
Microbiology (3) 
New Mexico: 
New Mexico Highlands University : 
Basic medical sciences (6) 
New York: 
Fordham University : 
Cell and tissue culture (6) 
Rensselaer Polytechnic Institute: 
Microbiology (2) 
North Carolina: 
North Carolina State College: 
Animal ecology (5) 
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GRADUATE PROGRAMS Proposep UNDER TitLteE IV, NDEA or 1958—Continued 
(Listed by subject, State, institution, and number of fellowships requested ) 
BIOLOGICAL SCIENCES—continued 


Other biological sciences—Continued 
Oregon: 
University of Oregon: 
Molecular biology (4) 
Oregon State College: 
Aquatic biology (6) 
Cellular and molecular biology (8) 
Tennessee : 
University of ‘Tennessee: 
Radiation biology (4) 
Texas: 
University of Texas: 
Cell biology (6) 
Texas Woman's College: 
Nutrition and child growth (3) 
Utah: 
Utah State University : 
Fish and wildlife biology (6) 
Washington : 
University of Washington: 
Physical anthropology (3) 
Total fellowships requested, other biological sciences 
Pharmacology : 
California : 
University of California, San Francisco: 
Pharmacology and therapeutics (2) 
Florida: 
University of Miami: 
Pharmacology (3) 
Illinois: 
Loyola University : 
Pharmacology (4) 
Indiana: 
Indiana University: 
Pharmacology (4) 
Oregon : 
Oregon State College: 
Pharmacognos (4) 
Pharmacology (2) 
Vermont: 
University of Vermont: 
Pharmacology (2) 
Virginia : 
Medical College of Virginia: 
Physiology and pharmacology (2) 
Washington : 
University of Washington: 
Pharmacology (2) 
Wisconsin : 
University of Wisconsin: 
Psychopharmacology (3) 
Total fellowships requested, pharmacology 
Pharmacy and pharmaceutics 
Arizona: 
University of Arizona: 
Pharmacy (3) 
California : 
University of California, San Francisco: 
Pharmaceutical chemistry (2) 
Illinois : 
University of Illinois: 
Pharmacy (2) 
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GRADUATE ProGRAMS PROPOSED UNDER TiTLE IV, NDEA or 1958—Continued 
(Listed by subject, State, institution, and number of fellowships requested) 
BIOLOGICAL SCIENCES—continued 


Pharmacy and pharmaceutics—Continued 
Michigan : 

University of Michigan: 

Pharmacognosy (6) 
Missouri : 

University of Kansas City: 

Pharmacy (4) 
New Jersey: 

Rutgers University : 

Pharmaceutical sciences (4) 
New York: 

University of Buffalo: 

Pharmaceutical chemistry (4) 
North Carolina ; 

University of North Carolina: 

Pharmacy (4) 
North Dakota: 
North Dakota Agricultural College: 
Pharmaceutical chemistry (5) 
Oregon : 
Oregon State College: 
Pharmacy (1) 
Rhode Island: 

University of Rhode Island: 

Phamacautical sciences (4) 
Virginia : 

Medical College of Virginia : 

Pharmaceutical chemistry (2) 
Washington: 

University of Washington: 
Pharmaceutical technology (4) 
Physical pharmacy (3) 

Total fellowships requested, pharmacy and pharmaceutics_..-......... #4 
Physiology and anatomy: 
California : 

University of California, San Francisco: 
Physiology (2) 

Anatomy (1) 
Florida: 

University of Miami: 
Anatomy (3) 
Physiology (2) 

Tilinois : 

University of Illinois: 
Environmental physiology and radiobiology (4) 

Loyola University : 

Physiology (4) 
Oral Anatomy (5) 
Indiana : 

Indiana University : 
Anatomy (2) 
Physiology (2) 

Iowa: 

Iowa State College: 

Physiology (10) 
Missouri : 

University of Missouri : 

Vertabrate physiology (16) 
North Dakota: 

University of North Dakota: 

Anatomy (5) 
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GRADUATE PROGRAMS Proposep UNDER TITLE IV, NDEA or 1958—Continued 
(Listed by subject, State, institution, and number of fellowships requested ) 
BIOLOGICAL scrENCEs—continued 


Physiology and anatomy—Continued 
Oregon : 
Oregon State College: 
Physiology of parasitism (4) 
Tennessee : 
University of Tennessee : 
Physiology (2) 
Texas: 
Rice Institute : 
Physiology and biochemistry (5) 
Vermont: 
University of Vermon 
Physiology and biophysics (2) 
Virginia : 
Medical College of Virginia : 
Anatomy (2) 
Washington: 
University of Washington : 
Psychology, physiology, and biophysics (4) 
Wyoming : 
University of Wyoming: 
Zoological physiology (3) 
Total fellowships requested, physiology and anatomy. 
Plant pathology : 
California : 
University of California, Berkeley : 
Mycorrhiza (2) 
Kansas: 
Kansas State College: 
Plant disease (phytonematology) (5) 
South Carolina: 
Clemson Agricultural and Mechanical College: 
Plant pathology (8) 
West Virginia: 
West Virginia University : 
Plant pathology (7) 
Total fellowships requested, plant pathology 
Psychology : 
Arkansas: 
University of Arkansas: 
Psychology (3) 
California : 
University of California, Berkeley : 
Psychology (2) 
Claremont College : 
Psychology (6) 
Florida : 
University of Miami: 
Psychology (8) 
Hawaii: 
University of Hawaii: 
Psychology (6) 
Ilinois: 
University of Illinois: 
Psychology (5) 
Loyola University : 
Experimental psychology (10) 
Southern Illinois University : 
Psychology (6) 
Kansas: 
Kansas State College: 
Psychology (4) 
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GRADUATE PROGRAMS Proposep UnprEr TiTLte IV, NDEA or 1958—Continued 
(Listed by subject, State, institution, and number of fellowships requested ) 
BIOLOGICAL SCIENCES—continued 


Psy chology—Continued 
Kentucky : 

University of Kentucky : 

Psychology (2) 
Massachusetts : 

University of Massachusetts : 
Psychology (3) 

Tufts University : 

Psychology (5) 
Michigan : 

Wayne State University : 

Phychology (4) 
Mississippi : 

University of Mississippi : 

Psychology (6) 
New Jersey: 

Rutgers University : 

Psychology (5) 
New York: 

Fordham University : 

Phychology (10) 
Ohio: 

University of Oincinnati : 
Experimental-theoretical psychology (4) 

Western Reserve University : 
Psychology (10) 

Oregon: 

University of Portland: 

Experimental psychology (5) 
Pennsylvania: 

Bryn Mawr College: 

Phychological psychology (3) 
Rhode Island: 

Brown University : 

Child psychology (5) 
Tennessee : 

Vanderbilt- University : 

Psychology (4) 
Texas: 

Baylor University : 
Psychology (4) 

Texas “Technological College : 
Psychology (4) 

Virginia : 

University of Virginia: 

Psychology (5) 
Washington: 

Washington State College: 

Psychology (5) 
West Virginia: 
West Virginia University : 
General and clinical psychology (4) 
Total fellowships requested, psychology 
Zoology : 
Arkansas: 

University of Arkansas: 
Animal Sciences (3) 
Zoology (2) 

California : 

University of California, Davis: 

Zoology (5) 
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GRADUATE PROGRAMS Proposep UNDER Titte IV, NDEA or 1958—Continued 
(Listed by subject, State, institution, and number of fellowships requested ) 


BIOLOGICAL SCIENCES—continued 
Zoology—Continued 
Colorado: 
Colorado State University : 
Zoology (2) 
Florida : 
University of Miami: 
Zoology (5) 
Hawaii: 
University of Hawaii: 
Marine zoology (12) 
Idaho: 
University of Idaho: 
Zoology (2) 
Illinois: 
Southern Illinois University: 
Zoology (5) 
Kansas: 
Kansas State College: 
Zoology (3) 
Massachusetts : 
University of Massachusetts: 
Zoology (3) 
Michigan : 
Michigan State University : 
Zoology (4) 
Mississippi : 
Mississippi State University : 
Animal science (6) 
Montana: 
Montana State University : 
Zoology (3) 
North Dakota: 
North Dakota Agricultural College: 
Animal science (8) 
Oklahoma : 
University of Oklahoma: 
Zoology (5) 
Utah: 
Utah State University : 
Zoology, entomology, and physiology (6) 
Washington : 
Washington State College: 
Animal biology (5) 
Total fellowships requested, zoology. 





PHYSICAL SCIENCES AND MATHEMATICS 


Physical sciences and mathematics: 
Maryland: 
University of Maryland: 
Aeronautical engineering (5) 
New York: 
Brooklyn Polytechnic Institute : 
Astronautics (10) 
Virginia : 
Virginia Polytechnic Institute : 
Aeronautical engineering (5) 
Total fellowships requested, physical sciences and mathematics 
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GRADUATE PROGRAMS Proposep UNpDER TiTLE IV, NDEA or 1958—Continued 
(Listed by subject, State, institution, and number of fellowships requested ) 
PHYSICAL SCIENCES AND MATHEMATICS—Continued 


Agricultural engineering: 
Alabama: 
Alabama Polytechnic Institute : 
Agricultural engineering (6) 
California : 
University of California, Davis: 
Agricultural engineering (2) 
Irrigation engineering (2) 
Total fellowships requested, agricultural engineering 
Astronomy: 
California : 
California Institute of Technology : 
Radio astronomy (2) 
Colorado: 
University of Colorado: 
Astronomical geophysics (4) 
District of Columbia : 
Georgetown University : 
Astronomy, spectroscopy (6) 
Astronomy, astrometry (10) 
Astronomy, satellite positions (3) 
Illinois : 
University of Illinois: 
Astronomy (3) 
Kentucky : 
University of Kentucky : 
Theoretical astrophysics (1) 
Michigan : 
Wayne State University : 
Physics and astronomy, cosmic chemistry (2) 
Physics and astronomy (2) 
New York: 
Cornell University : 
Radio astronomy (6) 
Ohio: 


University of Cincinnati: 
Dynamical astronomy (8) 
Texas: 
University of Texas and University of Chicago: 
Astronomy (3) 
Total fellowships requested, astronomy 
Chemistry : 
Alabama : 
University of Alabama : 
Chemistry (5) 
Alabama Polytechnic Institute: 
Chemistry (6) 
Arizona: 
University of Arizona: 
Chemistry (10) 
California : 
University of California, Davis: 
Chemistry (1) 
University of California, La Jolla: 
Chemistry (2) 
Geochemistry (3) 
University of California, Los Angeles: 
Chemistry (3) 
Delaware: 
University of Delaware: 
Chemistry (6) 








0 
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GRADUATE ProaraAMs Proposep UnpEr TiTtte IV, NDHA or 1958—Continued 
(Listed by subject, State, institution, and number of fellowships requested) 


District of Columbia : 
Howard University : 
Chemistry (15) 
Florida: 
University of Florida : 
Chemical physics (7) 
University of Miami: 
Chemistry (5) 
Georgia: 
Emory University : 
Inorganic chemistry (2) 
Physical organic chemistry (3) 
University of Georgia: 
Chemistry (5) 
Georgia Institute of Technology : 
Chemistry (2) 
Idaho: 
University of Idaho: 
Chemistry (2) 
Illinois : 
University of Illinois: 
Physical chemistry (6) 
Loyola University : 
Chemistry (5) 
Kansas: 
Kansas State College: 
Chemistry (8) 
Kentucky : 
University of Louisville: 
Polymer chemistry (2) 
Maine: 
University of Maine: 
Chemistry (12) 
Massachusetts : 
Boston College: 
Chemistry (5) 
Brandeis University : 
Chemistry (3) 
Clark University : 
Chemistry (10) 
Lowell Institute of Technology : 
Chemistry and textile chemistry (3) 
University of Massachusetts: 
Chemistry (3) 
Tufts University : 
Chemistry (5) 
Worcester Polytechnic Institute: 
Chemistry (2) 
Mississippi: 
University of Mississippi : 
Chemistry (8) 
Montana: 
Montana State University : 
Chemistry (3) 
New Jersey: 
Stevens Institue of Technology: 
Physical organic chemistry (4) 









PHYSICAL SCIENCES AND MATHEMATICS—Ccontinued 
Chemistry—Continued 
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GRADUATE PROGRAMS Proposep UnpgEr Tirte IV, NDEA or 1958—Continued 


(Listed by subject, State, institution, and number of fellowships requested ) 


PHYSICAL SCIENCES AND MATHEMATICS—continued 


Chemistry—Continued 
New York: 
Adelphi College: 
Chemistry (10) 
Alfred University : 
Chemistry (4) 
Brooklyn Polytechnic Institute : 
Chemistry (8) 
University of Buffalo: 
Nuclear chemistry (3) 
Cornell University : 
Chemistry (4) 
Fordham University : 
Chemistry (2) 
Rensselaer Polytechnic Institute: 
Chemistry (4) 
North Dakota: 
University of North Dakota: 
Chemistry (6) 
Ohio: 
University of Akron: 
Polymer chemistry (8) 
University of Cincinnati: 
Chemistry (3) 
Ohio University : 
Chemistry (10) 
Western Reserve University : 
Chemistry (18) 
Oregon: 
University of Oregon: 
Chemistry (4) 
Pennsylvania : 
Duquesne University : 
Chemistry (5) 
Temple University : 
Chemistry (15) 
Rhode Island: 
University of Rhode Island: 
Chemistry (6) 
South Carolina: 
Clemson A. & M. College: 
Chemistry (8) 
Tennessee : 

University of Tennessee: 
Chemistry (9) 
Vanderbilt University : 
Chemistry (3) 

Texas: 

Baylor University : 
Chemistry (4) 
University of Houston: 
Chemistry (5) 

Rice Institute : 
Chemical physics (5) 

University of Texas: 
Chemistry (8) 

Texas A. & M. College: 
Chemistry (10) 

Texas Technological College: 
Chemistry (4) 
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GRADUATE PROGRAMS Proposep UNDER TITLE IV, NDEA or 1958—Continued 
(Listed by subject, State, institution, and number of fellowships requested ) 
PHYSICAL SCIENCES AND MATHEMATICS—Ccontinued 


Chemistry—Continued 
Utah: 

Brigham Young University: 
Chemistry (6) 

University of Utah: 

Chemistry (10) 

Utah State University : 

Chemistry (6) 
Washington: 

University of Washington : 
Chemistry (5) 
Geochemistry (2) 

Washington State College: 
Chemistry (7) 

West Virginia: 

West Virginia University : 

Chemistry (4) 
Wyoming: 
University of Wyoming : 
Radiation chemistry (2) 
Total feHowships: requested, chemistry 
Chemical engineering: 
California : 

University of California, Berkeley : 
Chemical engineering (6) 

California Institute of Technology : 
Chemical engineering (2) 

Colorado: 

University of Denver : 

Chemical engineering (4) 
Delaware: 

University of Delaware: 

Chemical engineering (6) 
Florida : 

University of Florida : 

Chemical engineering (5) 
Kansas: 

Kansas State College : 

Chemical engineering (3) 
Massachusetts : 

Worcester Polytechnic Institute: 

Chemical engineering (2) 
Minnesota : 

University of Minnesota : 

Transport and transfer processes (7) 
New York: 

Brooklyn Polytechnic Institute : 
Thermodynamics (8) 
Chemical engineering (10) 
Resins and plastics engineering (6) 
Nuclear engineering (10) 

Rensselaer Polytechnic Institute: 
Chemical engineering (3) 

Oregon: 

Oregon State College: 

Chemical engineering (4) 
Texas: 

University of Houston : 

Chemical engineering (6) 

Rice Institute : 

Chemical engineering (5) 


37376—59——_6 
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GRADUATE PrRoGRAMS Proposep UNDER TITLE IV, NDEA or 1958—Continued 
(Listed by subject, State, institution, and number of fellowships requested) 
PHYSICAL SCIENCES AND MATHEMATICS—Ccontinued 


Chemical engineering—Continued 
Washington : 
University of Washington : 
Chemical engineering (2) 
Total fellowships requested, chemical engineering........-----.--..-. 
Civil engineering : 
Arizona : 
University of Arizona : 
Civil engineering and engineering mechanics (10) 
California : 
California Institute of Technology : 
Ground-water development and control (3) 
Stanford University : 
Civil engineering (4) 
Florida : 
University of Florida : 
Harbor structures and coastal engineering (6) 
Tilinois: 
Northwestern University : 
Urban transport planning (6) 
Maryland: 
University of Maryland: 
Civil engineering (5) 
New York: 
Cornell University : 
Civil engineering (10) 
Rensselaer Polytechnic Institute: 
Civil engineering (4) 
North Carolina: 
North Carolina State College : 
Civil engineering (3) 
Ohio: 


Case Institute : 
‘dite City and regional planning (8) 


Utah State University : 
Civil engineering (5) 
Wyoming: 
University of Wyoming: 
Civil engineering (3) 


Total fellowships requested, civil engineering_ 67 





Electrical engineering : 
California : 
University of California, Berkeley: 
Electrical engineering (5) 
District of Columbia : 
Catholic University : 
Electrical engineering (6) 
Florida : 
University of Florida : 
Electrical engineering (10) 
Illinois: 
Northwestern University : 
Electrical materials (6) 
Logical design (4) 
Kansas: 
Kansas State College: 
Blectrical engineering (4) 
Minnesota : 
University of Minnesota : 
Energy conversion (5) 





Ble 


Ex 
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GRADUATE ProGRAMS ProPposep UNDER TITLE IV, NDEA or 1958—Continued 
(Listed by subject, State, institution, and number of fellowships requested ) 
PHYSICAL SCIENCES AND MATHEMATICS—Continued 


Hlectrical engineering—Continued 
Missouri : 
Washington University : 
Electrical engineering (4) 
New York: 
Brooklyn Polytechnic Institute: 
Electrical engineering (10) 
Rensselaer Polytechnic Institute: 
Electrical engineering (4) 
Utah: 
University of Utah: 
Flectrical engineering (7) 
Utah State University : 
Blectrical engineering (3) 
Washington: 
University of Washington: 
Electrical engineering (2) 
Total fellowships requested, electrical engineering__......-...-----~- 70 
Engineering (general and other) : 
Arizona: 
University of Arizona: 
Areospace and mechanical engineering (10) 
Arkansas: 
University of Arkansas: 
Ongineering (2) 
California : 
University of California, Berkeley : 
Transportation engineering (2) 
Water resources engineering (2) 
Soil mechanics and bituminous materials (2) 
Nuclear enginering (5) 
Naval architecture (2) 
Mineral dressing (2) 
Geological engineering (1) 
Illinois: 
Northwestern : 
Nuclear engineering (8) 
Indiana : 
Purdue University : 
Engineering geology (4) 
Michigan: 
University of Michigan: 
Nuclear engineering (10) 
Electronic systems engineering (4) 
Electron physics engineering (4) 
Instrumentation engineering (5) 
Astronautics and astronautical engineering (4) 
Digital computer engineering (5) 
Systems engineering (6) 
Wayne State University: 
Chemical and metallurgical engineering (3) 
New York: 
Rensselaer Polytechnic Institute : 
Space engineering (3) 
Ohio: 


Case Institute: 
Systems engineering (3) 
University of Cincinnati: 
Nuclear engineering (4) 
Oklahoma: 
University of Oklahoma: 
Engineering sciences (5) 
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GRADUATE PROGRAMS Proposep UNDER TITLE IV, NDEA or 1958—Continueid 


(Listed by subject, State, institution, and number of fellowships requested } 


PHYSICAL SCIENCES AND MATHEMATICS—continued 


Engineering (general and other )—Continued 
Pennsylvania : 
Carnegia Institute of Technology : 
Civil, electrical, mechanical engineering (12) 
Rhode Island: 
Brown University: 
Engineering (11) 
Texas: 
University of Texas: 
Engineering (5) 
Texas A. & M. College: 
Nuclear engineering (3) 
Utah: 
University of Utah: 
Geological engineering (6) 
Virginia: 
University of Virginia: 
Nuclear engineering (4) 
Total fellowships requested, engineering (general and ether) 
Engineering mechanics and engineering physics: 
District of Columbia: 
Catholic University : 
Applied mechanics (6) 
Florida : 

University of Florida: 

Engineering mechanics (6) 
Michigan: 

Wayne State University : 

Engineering mechanics (5) 
Nonlinear mechanics (5) 
Missouri : 

University of Missouri: 

Engineering physics (5) 
North Carolina: 
North Carolina State College: 
Engineering physics and nuclear engineering (4) 
Pennsylvania : 
University of Pennsylvania: 
Engineering mechanics (6) 
Texas: 
Texas A. & M. College: 
Structural engineering and mechanics (10) 
Total fellowships requested, engineering mechanics and engineering 
physics 
Geochemistry and geophysics : 
California : 

University of California, Berkeley : 
Experimental geochemistry (2) 
Geophysics (2) 

University of California, Los Angeles: 
Geophysics (4) 

Illinois : 

University of Illinois: 

Geochemistry (4) 
Missouri : 

University of Missouri (School of Mines) : 

Geophysics (4) 
Pennsylvania : 

Bryn Mawr College: 

Geochemistry (3) 
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(JRADUATE PROGRAMS Provosep UNDER TiTLe IV, NDEA or 1958—Continued 
(Listed by subject, State, institution, and number of fellowships requested ) 
PHYSICAL SCIENCES AND MATHEMATICS—continued 


Geochemistry and geophysics—Continued 
Utah: 
University of Utah: 
Geophysics (5) 
Geomechanics (3) 
Wisconsin : 
University of Wisconsin : 
Atmospheric geophysics (8) 
Total fellowships requested, geochemistry and geophysics 
Geology : 
California : 
University of California, La Jolla: 
Marine geology (3) 
University of California, Los Angeles: 
Geology (6) 
Missouri: 
University of Missouri : 
Crystallography (X-ray structure) (5) 
Montana: — 
Montana State University: 
Geology (3) 
North Dakota : 
University of North Dakota: 
Geology (6) 
Oklahoma : 
University of Oklahoma: 
Geology (4) 
University of Tulsa: 
Geology (5) 
Oregon : 
University of Oregon: 
Geology (4) 
Oregon State College: 
Geology (5) 
Texas: 
Rice Institute: 
Geology (6) 
Texas Agricultural and Mechanical College : 
Geology and geophysics (10) 
Utah: 
University of Utah: 
Geology (4) 
Washington: > 
Washington State College: © 
Geology (1) 
West Virginia: 
West Virginia University: 
Geology (3) 
Total fellowships requested, geology 
Industrial engineering : 
Georgia : 
Georgia Institute of Technology : 
Industrial engineering (2) 
Illinois: 
Northwestern University : 
Industrial engineering (7) 
Missouri : 
Washington University: 
Industrial engineering (5) 
New York: 
Rensselaer Polytechnic Institute : 
Management engineering (3) 
Total fellowships requested, industrial engineering 
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GRADUATE PRogRAMS Proposep UNDER Titte IV, NDEA or 1958—Continued 
(Listed by subject, State, institution, and number of fellowships requested ) 
PHYSICAL SCIENCES AND MATHEMATICS—Continued 


Mathematics and statistics : 
Alabama : 
University of Alabama: 
Mathematics (6) 
Alabama Polytechnic Institute: 
Mathematics (12) 
Arizona: 
University of Arizona: 
Mathematics (4) 
California : 
University of California, Berkeley : 
Statistics (3) 
Mathematics (15) 
University of California, Los Angeles: 
Mathematics (5) 
California Institution of Technology : 
Mathematics (2) 
District of Columbia : 
Catholic University : 
Statistics and probability theory (2) 
Florida : 
Florida State University : 
Mathematics (6) 
Geo : 


rgia: 
University of Georgia : 
Mathematical analyses (6) 
Idaho: 
University of Idaho: 
Mathematics (3) 
Indiana: 
Notre Dame University : 
Group theory (6) 
Kansas: 
University of Kansas: 
Mathematics (6) 
Kentucky: 
University of Kentucky: 
Topology (4) 
Michigan : 
Michigan State University : 
Mathematics (10) 
Minnesota : 
University of Minnesota : 
Probability theory and statistics (9) 
Missouri : 
Washington University : 
Mathematics (4) 
Montana: 
Montana State College: 
Mathematics (4) 
New Jersey : 
Rutgers University : 
Mathematics (10) 
New Mexico: 
New Mexico State University : 
Mathematics (10) 
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GRADUATE PROGRAMS Proposep UnpEr TiTLE IV, NDBA or 1958—Continued 
(Listed by subject, State, institution, and number of fellowships requested ) 
PHYSICAL SCIENCES AND MATHEMATICS—Continued 


Mathematics and statistics—Continued 
New York: 

Adelphi College: 

Mathematics (10) 

Brooklyn Polytechnic Institute: 
Mathematies (5) 

Cornéll University : 

Analogical computation (6) 
Mathematics (5) 

Rensselaer Polytechnic Institute: 
Mathematics (3) 

St. John’s University : 
Mathematics (15) 

Yeshiva University : 
Mathematical science (15) 

North Carolina : 

Universiiy of North Carolina : 
Mathematical statistics (5) 
Mathematics (6) 

North Carolina State College: 
Experimental statistics (6) 

Oklahoma : 
University of Oklahoma : 
Numerical analysis (5) 

Oregon : 

Matheniatics (4) 
Pennsylvania : 

Lehigh University (10) 
Rhode Island : 

Brown University (6) 
Tennessee : 

George Peabody College: 
Mathematics (6) 

University of Tennessee : 
Mathematics (10) 

Texas: 

Rice Institute: 

Modern functional analysis (5) 

Texas ‘Agricuitural and Mechanical College: 
Applied.mathematics (6) 

Virginia : 

Virginia Polytechnic Institute: 

Mathematics (5) 
Washington: 

Washington State College: 
Mathematics (5) 

Total fellowships requested, mathematics and statistics 
Mechanical Engineering : 
Colorado: 

University of Colorado: 
Mechanical engineering (5) 

University of Denver: 
Mechanical engineering (5) 

Kansas: 

Kansas State College: 

Mechanical engineering (4) 
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GRADUATE PROGRAMS Proposep UNpErR TiTLteE IV, NDEA or 1958—Continued 
(Listed by subject, State, institution, and number of fellowships requested) 
PHYSICAL SCIENCES AND MATHEMATICS—Continued 


Mechanical Engineering—Continued 
New York: 
Brooklyn Polytechnic Institute : 
Thermochemistry (10) 
Rensselaer Polytechnic Institute : 
Mechanical engineering (4) 
Syracuse University : 
Mechanical engineering (10) 
Total fellowships requested, mechanical engineering 
Metallurgical engineering : 
California : 
University of California, Berkeley : 
Extractive metallurgy (3) 
New York: 
Cornell University : 
Metallurgical engineering (4) 
Rensselaer Polytechnic Institute: 
Metallurgical engineering (4) 
Wisconsin : 
University of Wisconsin : 
Mining and metallurgical engineering (6) 
Total fellowships requested, metallurgical engineering. 
Oceanography : 
California : 
University of Southern California : 
Marine geology and biological oceanography (6) 
Mississippi : 
Mississippi Southern College : 
Marine biology and oceanography (6) 
Texas: 
Texas Agricultural and Mechanical College: 
Oceanography and meteorology (8) 
Washington: 
University of Washington : 
Oceanography (5) 
Total fellowships requested, oceanography 
Other physical sciences: 
Arizona : 
University of Arizona : 
Physical metallurgy (4) 
California : 
University of California, Berkeley : 
Space science (2) 
Aeronautical sciences (2) 
California Institute of Technology : 
Solid state electronics (2) 
Aeronautics (5) 
Colorado: 
University of Denver : 
Metallurgy (5) 
Delaware: 
University of Delaware: 
Applied sciences (10) 
District of Columbia : 
Catholic University : 
Spectroscopy (4) 
Tilinois: 
Illinois Institute of ‘Technology : 
Aircraft and missile propulsion (9) 
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GRADUATE PROGRAMS Proposep UNpER TiTte IV, NDEA or 1958—Continued 
(Listed by subject, State, institution, and number of fellowships requested ) 
PHYSICAL SCIENCES AND MATHEMATICS—continued 


Other physical sciences—Continued 
Indiana: 

Purdue University : 
Communications science (5) 
Fluid mechanics (5) 

., Solid state physics (6) 
Kansas: 
Kansas State College : 
Aeroelasticity (2) 
Kentucky : 
University of Kentucky : 

High energy particle physics (2) 

Solid state physics (1) 

Nuclear physics (1) 

University of Louisville: 

Spectrometry (1) 

Michigan : 
University of Michigan : 
Solid state science (6) 
Meteorology (6) 
Missouri : 
Washington University : 
Nuclear physics (6) 
New Jersey : 
Rutgers University : 
Microwave electronics (12) 
High temperature ceramics (12) 
Stevens Institute of Technology : 
Mechanics of solids (4) 
New Mexico: 
New Mexico Institute of Mining and Technology : 
Earth science (3) 
New Mexico State University: 
Solid state physics (10) 
New York: 
Cornell University : 
Nuclear science and engineering (5) 
New York University : 
Space flight science aud technology (15) 
Rensselaer ‘Polytechnic ‘Institute : 

Sedimentology (3) 

Fiber science (3) 

Nuclear science (3) 

Mechanics (3) 

Oregon : 
Oregon State College : 

Computer science and technology (4) 

Molecular structure (4) 

Thermochemistry and combustion calorimetry (1) 

Tennessee : 
University of Tennessee : 

Low-temperature physics (2) 

Utah: 
University of Utah: 
The science of materials (8) 
Physical metallurgy (4) 
Washington : 
University of Washington : 

Fluid mechanics (2) 

Total fellowships requested, other physical sciences 
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GRADUATE PRoGRAMS ProposEepD UNDER TiTLeE IV, NDEA or 1958—Continued 
(Listed by subject, State, institution, and number of fellowships requested) 


PHYSICAL SCIENCES AND MATHEMATICS—Ccontinued 


NATIONAL DEFENSE EDUCATION ACT OF 1958 


Petroleum engineering : 
California : 
University of California, Berkeley : 
Petroleum engineering (3) 
Tilinois : 
University of Illinois: 
Petroleum engineering (4) 
Texas: 
Texas Agricultural and Mechanical College : 
Petroleum engineering (10) 
Total fellowships requested, petroleum engineering_._-....---.--.---- 17 
Physics (general) : 
Arizona: 
University of Arizona: 
Physics (6) 
Arkansas: 
University of Arkansas: 
Physics (2) 
California : 
University of California, La Jolla: 
Physics (2) 
University of California, Los Angeles: 
Physics (15) 
Distriet of Columbia : 
Howard University : 
Physics (5) 
Georgia : 
University of Georgia : 
Physics (5) 
Georgia Institute of Technology : 
Physics (6) 
Kansas: 
Kansas State College: 
Theoretical physics (5) 
Louisiana : 
Tulane University : 
Physics (5) 
Massachusetts : 
Tufts University : 
Physics (5) 
Michigan : 
Michigan State University: 
Physics (16) 
Missouri : 
University of Missouri: 
Physics (4) 
New Jersey: 
Stevens Institute of Technology : 
Low-temperature physics (4) 
New York: 
Alfred University : 
Ceramics (4) 
Brooklyn Polytechnic Institute : 
Physical science (10) 
Fordham University : 
Physics (8) 
Rensselaer Polytechnic Institute : 
Physics (4) 
St. John’s University : 
Sciences (15) 
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GRADUATE ProcRAMS Proposep UNDER TitLe IV, NDEA or 1958—Continued 
(Listed by subject, State, institution, and number of fellowships requested ) 
PHYSICAL SCIENCES AND MATHEMATICS—continued 


Physics (general)—Continued 
North Carolina: 
University of North Carolina: 
Physics (5) 
Ohio: 
University of Cincinnati: 
Physics (3) 
Ohio University : 
Physics (5) 
Western Reserve University: 
Physies (2) 
Oklahoma : 
Oklahoma State University: 
Physics (4) 
Oregon: 
Linfield College: 
Physics (6) 
Oregon State College: 
Physics (13) 
Pennsylvania : 
Dniversity of Pittsburgh : 
Natural sciences (10) 
Temple University : 
Physics (10) 
South Carolina: 
University of South Carolina: 
Physics (3) 
Tennessee : 
George Peabody College: 
Natural sciences (8) 
Vanderbilt University : 
Theoretical physics (4) 
Texas: 
Texas Agricultural and Mechanical College : 
Physics (10) 
Utah: 
Brigham Young University : 
Physics (1) 
Utah State University : 
Physics (3) 
Washington: 
University of Washington: 
Physics (2) 
West Virginia: 
West Virginia University: 
Physics (8) 
Total fellowships requested, physics, general_.....--.-------------- <a 
Sanitary engineering : 
Florida : 
University of Florida: 
Sanitary engineering (6) 
Missouri : 
Washington University : 
Sanitary engineering (6) 
North Carolina: 
University of North Carolina: 
Sanitary science (3) 
Ohio: 
Case Institute of Technology : 
Sanitary engineering (5) 
Total fellowships requested, sanitary engineering ----~.------~----.---- 20 
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New and expanded graduate programs proposed under title IV, NDEA of 1958 
(totals by State, institution, and general field) 


NEW PROGRAMS 





State and institution 


Fellow- 


s> ips re- 


quested 


State and institution 


Fellow- 
ships re- 
quested 











ALABAMA 


University of Alabama: 
Humanities. ....-...-.- 
Education _---- iinlaelarpsee 
Social sciences... ....------- 


yo a 
Alabama Polytechnic Institute: 
Physical sciences, total 
Total, Alabama. ---.- 
ARIZONA 


University of Arizona: 
Biological sciences 


Physical sciences... -.-_-. --- 


Total__ 
Arizona State University: 
Edueation, total... ....- 
Total, Arizona 
ARKANSAS 
University of Arkansas: 
Biological sciences. - 
Physical sciences - - -- . - - 
Total, Arkansas -. 


CALIFORNIA 


University of California, Berkeley: 


Humaniti 


University of California, Davis: 
Biological sciences, total. --. 
University of California, LaJolla: 
Physical sciences, total 
University of California, Los 
Angeles: 
Social sciences, total 
California Institute of Technol- 


"Physical sciences, total 
Immaculate Heart College: 
Education, total 
University of Southern Cali- 
fornia: 
Social sciences, total- 
Stanford University: 
Humanities 


Pettiisssided.ce....... 
Total, California 


37876—59——7 
































COLORADO 


University of Colorado: 
OES EEE 
Social sciences_---....-.- ae 
Physical sciences 


SS re 


Colorado State Gener 
Humanities - - _--- 
Education 
Social sciences 


Colorado State University: 
Biological sciences, total _- 
University of Denver: 
J) SS eee 
Social sciences 
Physical sciences. 


University of Connecticut: 
Humanities 
Social sciences 


DELAWARE 


University of Delaware: 
Social sciences... 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


Catholic University: 
Education... .....-..--. 
Social sciences 
Physical sciences. -- --.------ 


scien ces, total 
Howard "University: Physical 
sclemoes) tofal....i..............52 


otal, District of Columbia- 
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New and expanded graduate programs proposed under title IV, NDEA of 1958 
(totals by State, institution, and general field)—Continued 


NEW PROGRAMS—Continued 





Pro- | Fellow- ‘ Fellow- 
State and institution grams | ships re- State and institution 
quested 


ships re- 
quested 





ee 


FLORIDA ILLINOIS—Continued 


University of Florida: Northwestern University: 
Education._-_-_......-. E Humanities 
Biological sciences__-_-__.___- Education Ds a re aa 
Physical sciences... -_.....-.- Physical sciences. ____. cenepben 


Unive! 
Ue I ee So 
Tulan 
‘ en — - Hi 
RT ee ‘ 27 f ‘ PI 
University of Miami: Southern Illinois University: 

Education_-___- : Humanities 

Biological sciences__...____- 3 j Education “re 

Physical sciences. .-....._...- 5 Biological sciences __. 


Total___ 


Total, Illinois. 





GEORGIA INDIANA 


Emory University: Indiana University: 
Humanities - -___- , i) Education 
Social sciences - - - Social sciences 
. Biological sciences__- 


Total. 4 pre 
University of Georgia: Notre Dame University: 
Education _- Physical sciences, total 8 
Social sciences waite P 
Biological sciences x ‘ Purdue University: 
Physical sciences. ---- -- z Education , . 
i Social sciences é 
SS, ee ; 2 Biological sciences_.- 
mag —— Physieal sciences _ _ 


Unive 








Georgia Institute of Technology: 
Physical sciences, total , Total__- 


Total, Georgia._.........._- 53 Total, Indiana 


Bost« 
I 








=— Bost 
HAWATI IOWA s 





Bran 

University of Hawaii: Iowa State University: s 
Biological sciences, total Social sciences, total _-- Univ 

ie hes I 





Total, Hawaii ‘ ie Total, lowa_........-.__-. Sow 
= — |= Mi 
IDAHO KANSAS } 








Tuft 
University of Idaho: University of Kansas: 
Education . Humanities. __.____- : 
Social sciences F j Biological sciences ] 
Biological sciences____ Bees. 
Physical sciences Total.- 
- Kansas State College: 
, SEE? De eB Biological sciences 
=== Physical sciences... _......-- 
"Tetelsidebe...........s- 








= Total__- ao 
ILLINOIS University of Wichita: 
Education, total __.__- 
University of Chicago: 
Humanities. ___- prasdeiaue’ Total, Kansas _- 
Social sciences... ..........- : 


Lécieoail —— KENTUCKY 











Total 

Illinois Institute of Technology: University of Kentucky: 

Physical sciences, total. __-__- 9 Social sciences 

== =| Biological sciences 

University of Illinois: Physical sciences_ _- 

Education 
Social sciences ‘ 4 i Sone 
Biological sciences____-______- 











University of Louisville: 
Physical sciences, total_ - 

















Total, Kentucky. - 
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New and expanded graduate programs proposed under title IV, NDEA of 1958 
(totals by State, institution, and general field )—Continued 


NEW PROGRAMS—Continued 








Pro- | Fellow- rc Fellow- 
State and institution grams | sips fe- State and institution ‘ ships re- 
quested quested 





LOUISIANA MINNESOTA 


University State University: University of Minnesota: 
Social sciences, total : Biological sciences _-__-.-_..----- 
<== : Physical sciences --_---.-...-.- 
Tulane University: 
SS Se a ae aa Total 
Physical sciences - ---.--- 5 f 
Total, Minnesota._..._--- 
Ten ecud 
MASSISSIPPI 
Total, Louisiana--......--- 
University of Mississippi: 
MAINE Education- ais 
Social sciences -. 
University of Maine: 
Social sciences, total. ._-....-- ES oo eis, acatbionniie 


Total, Maine-.--- . Mississippi Southern ee: 
= = Education__-- 
MARYLAND Physical sciences - 
Physical sciences _ - - 
Johns Hopkins University: 
Social sciences, total. -- 
= = z Mississippi State U niversity: 
ree of Maryland: Biological sciences, total_- 
Education. casa 
Social sciences. - aed Total, Mississippi... ..---- 
Physical sciences 


Total__- 
— University of Kansas City: 
Total, Maryland j PN Ei a we mccde maces 
== —— == Social sciences ea 
MASSACHUSETTS Biological sciences-_---.-....--- 


MISSOURI 





Boston College: 





Boston Univ ersity: University of Missouri: 
Social sciences, total Humanities 

Brandeis University: Education 
Social sciences, total--.--- “ ‘ Biological sciences--_...-....- 

University of Massachusetts: Physical sciences 
Biological sciences, total 

New England Conservatory of 

Musie: St. Louis U niversity: Social sci- 

Humanities, total ences, total 

Tufts University: Washington University: Social 
ORE sc cnunnnhecwnes : sciendes, total: .........---.... 
Social sciences_ - 
Biological sciences ---.-----.---- Total, Missouri___.........- 








Physical sciences 
MONTANA 


Total__- 
Montana State College: eoubesex 





Total Massachusetts-_---- 58 sciences, total 





MICHIGAN Montana State University: 
Biological sciences 
University of M sy ‘eat Physical sciences 
Humanities ee ee : 
Biological sciences --...-......- 
Physical sciences - -.----.----- 


Ws eeahsc snc ccascccses 











NEBRASKA 
Michigan State University: : 
Social sciences, total University of Nebraska: Biologi- 
=== | === cal sciences, total 
Wayne State University: 
Humanities Total, Nebraska 
Biological sciences. -.------- 
Physical sciences f NEW JERSEY 


Drew Peversigt Humanities, 
tal 








Total, Michigan...-. 




















96 


NATIONAL DEFENSE EDUCATION ACT OF 1958 


New and expanded graduate programs proposed under title IV, NDEA of 1958 


(totals by State, institution, and general fileld)—Continued 


NEW PROGRAMS—Continued 





State and institution 
NFW JERSEY—Con. 


Rutgers University: 
Educati 


NEW MEXICO 


University of New Mexico: 
Social sciences, total 


iow Mexico Highlands Univer- 
fi 


NEW YORK 


Adelphi College: 
ce sciences, total 
Alfred University: 
Physical sciences, total _ ..-.-.- 
University of Buffalo: 
Social sciences, total__--- 


Cornel] University: 
Humanities 


Social sciences 


Biological sciences 
Physical sciences 


New York University: 
Social sciences 


Physical sciences, total 


University of Rochester: 
Humanities 


St. John’s University: 
Social sciences_ 
Physical sciences 


ce net------ 


Syracuse University: 
Education 


Pro- 
grams 


Fellow- 
ships re- 
quested 


State and institution 


Fellow- 
ships re- 
quested 

































































eae 





NORTH CAROLINA 


Duke University: 
Biological sciences, total 


University of North Carolina: 
Social sciences 


Nortb Carolina College: 
Education, total 


North Carolina State College: 
Social sciences 


Bryn 
E 





B 








Total, North Carolina___-_.- 
NORTH DAKOTA 
University of North Dakota: 
Physical sciences 








“~~ Dakota Agricultural Col- 
lege: 
Biological sciences, total 





Total, North Dakota 





OHIO 


University of Cineinnati: 
Physical sciences, total. - .._-- 





Ohio University: 
Educatio 


OKLAHOMA 
Oklahoma State University: 
Biological sciences, total 
University of Tulsa: 
Physical sciences, total. - -- 
Total, Oklahoma. -__-__- 
OREGON 


Linfield College: 
Physical sciences, total _ - 


University of Oregon: 


Oregon State College: 
Social sciences 
Biological sciences. _-_-...-...- 
Physical sciences. -.... .....- 


Ce a 
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New and ewpanded graduate programs proposed under title IV, NDEA of 1958 
(totals by State, institution, and general field)—Continued 


NEW PROGRAMS—Continued 


HI 


Hoo | em 


us 


USio!] con 


Umi are 


hel & 


was | ote 





State and institution 


OREGON—CoD. 


University of Portland: 
Education, total 


Total, Oregon 
PENNSYLVANIA 


Bryn Mawr College: 
SS ae 
Biological sciences. ..........- 


NE se isco scnnsahmapens 
Carnegie Institute of Technology: 
Physical sciences, total. -.-.__-.- 
University of Pittsburgh: 
F dreation, total 
University of Pennsylvania: 
Humanities, total 


Temple University: 
Humanities 
Social sciences 


Pro- 
grams 


Fellow- 
ships re- 
quested 





Total, Pennsylvania_..-_- -- 





RHODE IS} AND 


Brown University: 
Social sciences 
Biological sciences 





Total 
University of Rhode Island: 
Biological sciences, total 





Total, Rhode Island 





SOUTH CAROLINA 


Clemson A. & M. College: 
Socia) sciences. 
Physical sciences 








SOUTH DA®OTA 


South Dakota State College: 
Biological sciences, total 





Total, South Dakota 





TENNESSEE 


University of Tennessee: 
Social sciences. 
Physica! sciences 




















State and institution 





TEXAS 


Baylor University: 
Humanities 
Education 
Social sciences - 


, a 
University of Houston: 


Social sciences ____-- 
Physical sciences 


ES ER eepipcliae: 


Rice Institute: 


Physical sciences, total -_____. 


Southern Methodist University: 


Social sciences, total.______- t 


Texas A. & M. College: 
Physical sciences, total 

Texas Woman’s University: 
Education, total 


Tee, 2eeee.:..... 
UTAH 
Brigham Young University: 


Social sciences 
Physical sciences 


University of Utah: 
Humanities 


VERMONT 


University of Vermont: 
Biological sciences, total 


Total, Vermont. --.......-- 


VIRGINIA 


Medical College of Virginia: 
Biological sciences, total 


University gone 
t 


_ 
oo 





Is 





| 

' 
~ | 
-— a> 





—_ 
~ 


| ~ ww ao on 

















on & Ba owl mp le 





~ 
i 





8 
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New and expanded graduate programs proposed under title IV, NDEA of 1958 
(totals by State, institution, and general field)—Continued 


NEW PROGRAMS—Continued 





Pro- |} Fellow- Pro- | Fello 
State and institution grams | ships re- State and institution grams jships re 
quested quested 








VIRGINIA—COD. WEST VIRGINIA 


Virginia Polytechnic Institute: West Virginia University: 
Biological sciences Biological sciences 
Physical sciences Physical sciences 











WASHINGTON WISCONSIN 


Pacific Lutheran College: University of Wisconsin: 
Education Social sciences 
Social sciences. -.-..........--.- ; 
Biological sciences 











University of Washington: 
Education 
Social sciences 
Biological sciences 
Physical sciences 




















EXPANDED PROGRAMS 





ALABAMA CALIFORNIA—COR. 


University of Alabama: University of California (Davis): 
Humanities _ ___- Es 5 Biological sciences _- 
Social sciences rnnna ee Physical sciences 
Biological sciences -___--_-__-- 
Physical sciences Total...) owhs hhiade 
University of California (La 
Total___.- " Jolla) 
Alabama Polytechnic Institute: Physical sciences, total ___- 
Physical sciences, total 3 i] University of California (Los 
== Angeles): 
Total, Alabama- - - pee g Social sciences 2 
= = : Biological sciences_---------- 


| 
Bl ek 





ARIZONA Physical sciences. -_..--.....- 





Il Bes , 


University of Arizona: 
Biological sciences - 
Physical sciences. -____._..__- University of California (San 

: Francisco): 
Total, Arizona ee Biological sciences, total 
eer California Institute of Tech- 

ARKANSAS nology: 

Physical sciences, total 

University of Arkansas: 
Humanities.__..__ Claremont College: 
Education._________- oll Hunanities__ 
Social sciences __-_-_--_- 1 


Total, Arkansas________- 











CALIFORNIA 

College of the Pacific: 

— of California (Berk- Education, total 

eley): 

Humanities ; i Occidental College: 
ae Humanities, total 
Social sciences 
Biological sciences 
Physical sciences 




















Wes il cs | com 


on i 
i 


bil sz lise | 
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New and expanded graduate programs proposed under title IV, NDEA of 1958 


(totals by State, institution, and general field )—Continued 


EXPANDED PROGRAMS—Continued 





State and institution 


Pro- 
grams 


Fellow- 
sips re- 
quested 


State and institution 





CALIFORNIA—CON, 
University of Southern Cali- 
fornia: 
Humanities. .....- 
Social sciences 
Physical sciences 


Stanford University: 
Humanities 


Total, California 
COLORADO 
University of Colorado: 
Social sciences. .....--...--. 


Biological sciences. .-.-.....---.- 
Physical sciences. ........-.-- 


Biological sciences, total_____. 
Total, Colorado-_ - eee 
CONNECTICUT 


University of Connecticut: 
Social sciences, total 


Total, Connecticut 
DELAWARE 
University of Delaware: 
Biological sciences. - 
Physical sciences. . -- 
,. Se ee ee 
Total, Delaware. .......-.... 
DISTRICT OF COLUMRIA 


American University: Social 
sciomees, total. .. ..<.ccocccacee 
Catholic University: 
Social sciences..............-.- 
Physical sciences. ..........-- 


Total 
George Washington University: 
Humanities - - , 
Education...........- 
Social sciences__-_- 
Fotal....... 


Georgetown University: Physical 
QUININE, HEE occ coc«tecccoae 3 


Howard University: 


Total, District of Columbia 


Physical 
|| se 

















Fellow- 
ships re- 
quested 








FLORIDA 


University of Florida: 
Social sciences 
Physical sciences. .........- 


Total_. 


Fjorida State University: 
Humanities 
Education 


GEORGIA 


Emory University: 
Humanities 
Social sciences...............- 
Physical sciences _- 


University of Georgia: 
Biological sciences, total 
Georgia Institute of Technology: 
Physical sciences, total 


Total, Georgia 
HAWAII 


University of Hawaii: 
Biological sciences, total 


Total, Hawaii 
ILLINOIS 


University of Chicago: 
Humanities. - 
Education 
Social sciences 


Total 


University of Ilinois: 
Humanities_ -__.- 
Social scienees_-.-.......------ 
Biological seciences--.--.-.--- — 
Physical sciences sgucaahe 


(| ES ea Ae 
Loyola University: 
Humanities 
Education 
Social sciences -- 
Biological sciences- - no 
Physical sciences - - - --------- 


Total_- ' : 
Northwestern University: 
Physical sciences, total 
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New and expanded graduate programs proposed under title IV, NDEA of 1958 
(totals by State, institution, and general field)—Continued 


EXPANDED PROGRAMS—Continued 





Pro- | Fellow- c Fellow- 
State and institution grams | ships re- State and institution ships re- 
quested quested 








ILLINOIS—Ccon. 


Southern [linois University: 
Education 


INDIANA 


Butler University: 
Education, total 


Indiana University: 
Humanities 














Total 
St. Mary’s College: 
Humanities, total 


Total, Indiana 
IOWA 


Iowa State College: 
Biological sciences 


KANSAS 


pay of Kansas: 
Humanities 
Biological sciences 
Physical sciences 


Kansas State College: 
— sciences ---- 


_ ars 


NO 





IS Ble 


{| 


ls 















































KENTUCKY 
University of Kentucky: 
i 

Social sciences 


Biological sciences 
Physical sciences 


LOUISIANA 
Louisiana State University: 


Humanities 
Social sciences 


Tulane University: 
Humanities. ---- 
Social sciences 


MAINE 


University of Maine: 


Physical sciences, total - - --- Fi 


Total, Maine 
MARYLAND 


Johns Hopkins University: 


ee 


Social sciences 
Biological sciences 


University of Maryland: 
Humanities, total 


Total, Maryland 
MASSACHUSETTS 


Boston College: 
Education 


Boston University: 
Education __ 
Social sciences 


Total____- 
Brandeis University: 


Humanities __ 
Biological 


“sciences 
Physical sciences... ......_. 


Totai__-. 
















































































Bi 
P} 


Massa 
nolo 
So 
Radel 
H 
Spring 
E 


Tufts 
B 
P 


Worcs 
P 





HSH S| evrgase0 


Hel see 


l2iRzins 
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NSS ow 


NATIONAL DEFENSE EDUCATION 


ACT OF 1958 


101 


New and expanded graduate programs proposed under title IV, NDEA of 1958 


(totals by State, institution, and general field)—Continued 


EXPANDED PROGRAMS—Continued 





State and institution 


Pro- 
grams 


Fellow- 
ships re- 
quested 


State and institution 


Fellow- 
ships re- 
quested 











MASSACHUSETTS—Con. 


Clark University: 
Physical sciences, total... -- 
Fletcher School of Lawjand Di- 
plomacy?: 
Social sciences, total..__.. 


University of Massachusetts: 
Biological sciences 
Physical sciences 


Total 
Massachusetts Institute of Tech- 
nology: 

Social sciences, total 
Radcliffe Colleze: 

Humanities, total _ - 
Springfield College: 

Education, total_- 


Tufts University: 
Biological sciences__ 
Physical sciences _ -_ 


Worcester Polytechnic Institute: 
Physical sciences, total. -- 


Total, Massachusetts___ 
MICHIGAN 


University of Michigan: 
Humanities 
Education... 
Social sciences i 
Biological sciences _- 
Physical sciences 


pe 


Michigan’State University: 
Biological sciences 
Physical sciences 


Wayne State U spees: 
Edueation_. ie 
Social sciences .__- 
Biological sciences -- bit 
Physical sciences... -------. 


Total, Michigan..--- 


MINNESOTA 


University of Minnesota: 
Social sciences. --_- 
Biological sciences 





























MISSISSIPPI 


University of Mississippi: 
Humanities 
Biological sciences 
Physical sciences 


Mississippi State University: 
Social sciences 
Biological sciences 


, Cee eee 


Total, Mississippi. -------_- 


MISSOURI 


University of Kansas oar: 


Education, total............_- 


University of Missouri: 
Biological sciences 
Physical sciences. - - - 


St. Louis University: 
Humanities 
Education 


Social sciences... -.--....-.--.- 


Washington University: 
Humanities 


Physical sciences.......--.__- 


_ ee eee 
Total, Missouri 
NEBRASKA 
University of Nebraska: 


Edueation _- 
Social sciences -- 


Total, Nebraska__ 


NEW JERSEY 


Princeton Theological Seminary: 


Humanities, total 


Rutgers University: 
aeen...+....-.. 
Social sciences . . . 
Biological sciences. 
Physieal sciences. -. 


Total... 
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New and expanded graduate programs proposed under title IV, NDEA of 1958 
(totals by State, institution, and general field)—Continued 


EXPANDED PROGRAMS—Continued 





Pro- | Fellow- Fellow- 
State and institution grams | ships re- State and institution shipsre- 
quested quested 


— <= omens 





NEW JERSEY—Con. NEW YORK—Can. 


Stevens Institute of Technology: Syracuse University: 
Physical sciences, total - --- -- 3 , Social sciences, total__. 
~ Union College and University: 
Total, New Jersey-_-------- j y Biological sciences, total 
ee Union Theological Seminary: 
NEW MEXICO : Humanities, total 


New Mexico Institute of Mining Yeshiva University: 

& and Technology: Education__- 
Physical sciences, total _ - ---- : Physical sciences 

New Mexico State University: 
Physical sciences, total - - - 


Total, New Mexico--_-- 
NEW YORK NORTH CAROLINA 


Alfred University: Duke University: 
Physical sciences, total a 
eS Social sciences...............- 
Brooklyn Polytechnic Institute: 
Physical sciences, total 


University of Buffalo: University of North Carolina: 
Humanities... _..........-.-- { Humanities_--- 
Social sciences._.............- f Education 
Bivlogical sciences__........-- ‘ Social sciences 
Physical sciences-_-..........- : Biological sciences_-.-.......- 
Physical sciences. -...-....-.- 


Columbia University: ; Total 


Columbia Teachers College: North Carolina College: 
Education, total g Education 

Cornell University: Biological sciences. -....-.--- 
EOE ES EEE ! Physical sciences. - - -- 
Education. : ; 
Social sciences. -_........----- 
Physical sciences - 





Total, North Carolina. --_-- 
Pitt caknoronecoose 





NORTH DAKOTA 

Fordham University: 
Social sciences__...........-- ! University of North Dakota: 
Physical sciences_-_-......__-. { Education_________-- 

Biological sciences 

Physical sciences - _- 

Jewish Theological Seminary: 
Humanities, total___-.-__- 

New School for Social Research: 
Social sciences, total 

















New York University: OHIO 
i rear f 
Social sciences : 3 University of Akron: 

Physical sciences, total 

Case Institute of Technology: 
Physical sciences, total 











University of Cincinnati: 
Education % 
Biological sciences_--......--- 
Physical sciences_-__......- : 











University of Rochester: 0 
0 eee. 5 
Social sciences____......_..-- Ohio University: 
Humanities 
RL eee eee Education 
Rock: tcLer Institute: Physical sciences. .......--.-- 
ological sciences, total ____- Social sciences__- 
State University of New York: 
Biological sciences, total 
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New and expanded graduate programs proposed under title IV, NDEA of 1958 
(totals by State, institution, and general field) —Continued 


EXPANDED PROGRAMS—Continued 





Pro- | Fellow- Fellow- 
State and institution grams |shipsre- State and institution ships re- 
quested quested 








OHIO—Con, PENNS2LVANIA—COR. 


Western Reserve University: University of Pennsylvania: 
HA. bo werwreurtewewne ssw Education 
Social sciencas - - warawia Social sciences 
Biological sciences_--......--- Physical sciences 
Physical sciences. . - - --- ‘ 


Total... ..- 
= |} Pennsylvania State University: 
TO, Cee cceresor tien PGIREININE 5 ca ccunweccecsewss 
Sa on Education 
OKLAHOMA 


University of Oklahoma: 


Social sciences -- - - -- University of Pittsburgh: 
Biological sciences_-. = t Education p 
Physical sciences- .......---- ¢ Social sciences_--.--....------ 
—— -- Biological sciences... -~....---- 
ae Physical sciences 


Oklahoma State University: 
Social sciences - - y r Temple University: 
Physical sciences-....--...--- Physical sciences, total 
Biological sciences 

Total, Pennsylvania_. 


University of Tulsa: RHODE ISLAND 
Education, total.........-..-- 

=—= == || Brown University: 

Total, Oklahoma ener eens 

Social sciences_..........----- 

OREGON Physical sciences 





University of Oregon: 
Humanities 
Education University of Rhode Island: 
Social sciences............--.-- Biological sciences__....---.-- 
Biological sciences Physical sciences 
Physical sciences 


Total 


Oregon State College: 
Education.._..... SOE: SOUTH CAROLINA 
Social sciences 
Biological sciences ‘ 5i Clemson A. & M. College: 
Physical sciences Biological sciences, total 

University of South Carolina: 
Education, total 











LSU Sl eae 


Total, South Carolina 
PENNSYLVANIA SOUTH DAKOTA 


Bryn Mawr College: South Dakota State College: 
Biological sciences Social sciences--..........---- 
Physical sciences. ........---- 7 Biological sciences 

Education 


le ow 








Dropsie College: 
Humanities Total, South Dakota. ._-.--- 
eS Se 
Social sciences TENNESSEE 





iRlone 


George Peabody College: 
Duquesne University: ne ne 
Physical sciences, total. ..-- Education 
Hahnemann Medical College: Physical sciences 
Biological sciences, total 
Lehigh University: 
Physical sciences, total. -...-.- 





— 
oooedc 























WRI 
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New and expanded graduate programs proposed under title IV, NDEA of 1958 


(totals by State, institution, and general field)—Continued 


EXPANDED PROGRAMS—Continued 





State and institution 


Pro- e- 
grams | ships re- 
quested 





TENNESSEE—COn. 


University of Tennessee: 


Ph 


Biological sciences 
Physical sciences 


TEXAS 


Baylor University: 
H i 


Biological sciences 
Physical sciences 


Rice Institute: 
eae 
Social sciences 
Biological sciences 
Physical sciences 


University of Texas: 
NS eae 
Education 


Biological sciences 
Physical sciences 


Texas A. & M. College: 
Biological sciences 
Physical sciences 


Social sciences 
Biological sciences 
Physical sciences 


Texas Woman’s College: 
Biological sciences, total 


Total, Texas 


















































State and institution 





UTAH 


Brigham Young University: 
Educati 


Utah State University: 
Biological sciences 
Physical sciences 


. a eee 
Total, Utah 
VERMONT 


University of Vermont: 
Biological sciences, total 


Total, Vermont 
VIRGINIA 


Medical College of Virginia: 
Biological sciences, total------ 


University of Virginia: 
Humanities 
Social sciences 
Biological sciences 
Physical sciences 


WASHINGTON 


University of Wengen: 
Humanities... . 
Education _- 

Social sciences 
Biolegical sciences 
Physical sciences 


Washington State College: 
Education-_--- 
Biological sciences 
Physical sciences 


Total, Washington -...-...-. 


Fellow. 
ships re- 
quested 
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leila | oes 


le 
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New and expanded graduate programs proposed under title IV, NDEA of 1958 
(totals by State, institution, and general field)—Continued 


EXPANDED PROGRAMS—Continued 





Pro- | Fellow- Fellow- 
State and institution grams | ships re- State and institution ships re- 
quested quested 


WEST VIRGINIA WYOMING 
West Virginia University: University of Wyoming: 
Social sciences | Education... 


Biological sciences Biological sciences 
Physical sciences - ---- -- Physical sciences- ...----- 


Teta :..... 

















Total, West Virginia. -- 7 oi Total, Wyoming-.-_. 





WISCONSIN 


University of Wisconsin: 
Humanities___- eS 
Education... 

Social sciences 
Biological sciemces-.-_-.- ..- 
Physical sciences _ -- 


| 


Total, Wisconsin ---- 














Mr. Exxrorr. If the supplemental requests are granted, how inany 
additional fellowships can you provide for ? 

Mr. Exper. 840. 

Mr. Exxiorr. Which would bring you up to about one-fourth of the 
5,500; is that right ? 

Mr. Exper. It would bring us up, sir, to the full amount authorized 
for the first year, 1,000 fellowships. 

Mr. Derruick. I think, Mr. Chairman, that I might appropriately 
comment that this is an example of the deep responsibility that the 
administrator of the title has felt along with the advisory committee 
to meet the expectations of your committee. This was a tremendous 
undertaking to have these applications made, to screen them, to be 
ready on time, to award every fellowship for which the money pro- 
vided, and to be ready right now to award the other 840 that are 
missing. 

Mr. Ex.usorr. I realize that he has quite a number of additional 
applications, because I am hearing from those people. 

Mr. Exper. I always tell them that it is you and not I who should 
hear from them. 

Mr. Exuiorr. I think that is particularly appropriate now. 

Are there questions of Dean Elder with respect to this title ? 

Mr. FreLincHuysen. I have a question, Mr. Chairman, 

In connection with the amounts to be made available to the institu- 
tions, I was wondering how much was being provided and how you 
are planning to set that up? 

Mr. Exper. It is an impossible headache as the act is now drawn up. 
It demands that an institution be paid that portion of the cost of a 
— program which is directly attributable to the student, him- 
self. 

Mr. Frevincnuysen. Reasonably attributable. 
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Mr. Exper. Yes. That touches on another matter. 

‘ ate. FRrevincuvuysen. How can we put laughter into our record 
ere ! 

Mr. Derruick. May I explain that Dean Elder is not a permanent 
member of the staff of the Office of Education and I do not have very 
good control over him. 

Mr. THomeson. I wish you would bring a lot more nonpermanent 
members. 

Mr. Exper. The only thing I told institutions to do, the amount the 
are going to get is not very much. It is up to $2,500 per student. 
have also told them to compute that amount is really an impossibility. 
I could not do it, certainly, for my own graduate school. That what 
they must do is try to live with it and make things look as arithmeti- 
cally genial and reasonable as possible and we will go over it. At 
the most, you see, this is really putting institutions to a tremendous 
amount of labor, and I may say, cost, to have to try to compute this 
and submit the figures to us. 

Now, the figures probably are going to be $2,400 anyway. 

I hope that nothing will be done by way of revising title 4 as it 
now stands, I think it is a first-rate title. 

Mr. Frecincuuysen. From a budgetary point of view, we are 
assuming that $2,500 will be necessary for each fellowship ? 

Mr. Exper. Yes. 

ae Exutorr. Are there further questions of Dean Elder about 
title 4% 

Mr. Larore. I was wondering, Mr. Chairman, whether Dean Elder 
would care to comment on the question put forth by Mr. Bailey before 
his departure, concerning the aspects of this program in relation to 
retention of these fellows in the teaching profession. 

Mr. Exper. I will comment. 

There neither is anyway nor could there be anyway nor would it 
be desirable to have anyway by which you would commit a student 
entering upon graduate work necessarily to take an oath so to speak 
that he would teach. 

Mr. Tuomrson. You are baring your chest now. 

Mr. Exper. The way you really get college professors is through 
the process of being in graduate school, not by taking any sort of 
allegiance beforehand. Therefore, we have asked the people whether 
or not they have an interest in teaching, but we shall not pay any 
attention to whether the question is answered positively or negatively, 
because it is the very process of going through the 3 or 4 years of 
graduate education that will convert or will leave the person with a 
distaste for it. 

Might I tell you, however, that a member of the Catholic Church, 
a nun calling on me in behalf of her clientele, said to me, with what 
I thought was great humor and wit, “I am perhaps the only person 
who can solemnly promise you that my candidates will teach the rest 
of their lives.” 

Mr. Freirncuuysen. There is a little reverse process in this, is 
there not, Dean Elder, that is that a recipient may not receive & 
stipend if he does take up teaching on a part-time basis. 

He is forbidden to do it, is he not ? 
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Mr. Exper. We have put in that a recipient may teach one-quarter 
of one of the 3 years in the belief that a certain amount of teaching 
in graduate week is a good thing. 

Therefore, it is my belief that that amount will lead into the 
process, but won’t kill ten in the act of it. 

Mr. Larore. It is my understanding, and I was not trying to find 
out the means and method by which we might capture people for the 
future, but more your reaction as to whether this would mean more 
teachers by virtue of the program and I gather that just by virtue 
of having more people in the graduate schools, you would. 

Mr. Exper. Indeed it will. It is a quite mystical process, the more 
you bring in graduate school the more college teachers you will get. 

Mr. Larore. Thank you. 

Mr. Exxiorr. Are there any further questions about this title ? 

Mr. Commissioner, which title would you rather take up next for 
your convenience ? 

’ Mr. Derrnick. Title VI, Mr. Chairman, Dr. Parker, then we will 
make certain that we have his testimony. 

I think again, Mr. Chairman, it would be well if Dr. Parker would 
give a thumbnail sketch, a rundown on title VI relating to the language 
institutes and centers. 

Mr. Exniorr. Will you proceed, Dr. Parker. 

Mr. Parker. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I think I might begin 
by telling you that I, too, am an impermanent member of the staff of 
the Office of Education. I was appointed chief of the language devel- 
opment program on December 17 and during the 2 months that have 
passed since then, 232 institutions of higher education have returned 
to us registry forms expressing their interest in holding short-term or 
long-term institutes for the training of elementary or secondary 
school teachers of modern foreign languages. 

These 232 expressions of interest have come from all of the States 
except Alaska. 

As of now we have established initial allocation institutes at 
Louisiana State University and at the Universities of Colorado, 
Maine, and Michigan. 

All of the $400,000 allocated to this aspect of title VI is now 
committed. 

During this coming summer approximately 400 in-service teachers 
of modern foreign languages will benefit from this establishment. 

Mr. Exxiorr. Is it too late now, Doctor, to add other schools for 
this summer session ? 

Mr. Parker. It is not too late as of this moment, but time is 
rapidly running out on us. We are asking for a supplemental appro- 
priation of $1,100,000 for this particular program. If it is received 
in time for the institutions to get into action, yes, we can add quite 
a number of institutions this next summer. 

Mr. Tuompson. Doctor, you have just said that you asked for a 
supplemental and there have been other references to amounts re- 
quested. Has there been any action by the Bureau of the Budget 
on any of these supplemental requests ? 

Mr. Derruick. Yes, sir; they have cleared the Bureau of the Budget 
and they are now before the special Committee on Supplemental 
Appropriations. We are waiting to be called before that committee. 

Mr. THompson. That is the Thomas subcommittee ? 
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Mr. Derruick. Yes; and we are very anxious to hear the call. 

Mr. Parker. Mr. Chairman, I think members of your committee 
would be interested in knowing not only the institutional response, 
but the response from the teachers themselves. Thus far it is difficult 
to give any details about this. 

Golo o was the first institution established, summer institution 
established, and between the 30th of last month, which was the day 
on which the first returns came in, and 244 weeks ago, they had re- 
ceived 1,048 requests for application forms. 

These requests had come from every State except Alaska. 

I talked yesterday with the director of that institute and he informed 
me that the application forms were now arriving at the rate of about 
100 a day. 

Mr. Exxiorr. You have places for 400, as I understand. 

Mr. Parker. For 400 teachers; that is right. 

Mr. Exxiorr. You have had applications for how many all told ? 

Mr. Parker. Already over a thousand at this one institute. 

Mr. Tuomrson. Colorado? 

Mr. Parker. Yes; this was the leadoff one. The other institutes, 
have not yet had an opportunity to get their publicity out. 

In another week or so we will know something there. 

I regret I have no data of any kind from the others. 

Mr. Exxiorr. It is very readily apparent that four institutes are 
not nearly enough to serve the cer 4 

Mr. Parker. It would seem so from the response. 

Mr. Exx1orr. Do you know yet, assuming that you get this $1,100,000, 
do you know yet where the new institutes may be? Are you in the 
process of evaluating institutions that want to establish these insti- 
tutes. 

Mr. Parxer. Well, we will have no difficulty acting very promptly 
if the money comes in time. We could not do it in the 15 minutes that 
Dean Elder assigned himself, but we could do it in a matter of a few 
days. 

Mr. Exxiorr. Are you going to establish these institutes with some 
degree of geographical distribution ? 

Mr. Parxer. Yes; that has been done in the respect that one can 
do it with a geographical division of four. 

Mr. Baxspinee. The Commissioner’s responsibility under the insti- 
tute and guidance program is a contract authority. It differs from 
the loan and fellowships which are grant authorities in the sense that 
this is no application procedure, as such. 

Professor Parker referred to a registry form. Interested institu- 
tions are invited to register their interest with the Commissioner in 
this way. That is why we take a little longer in a contract program 
to initiate those negotiations. 

Mr. Parxer. I will welcome questions from you later about the 
institutes, but there are two other aspects of this rather complicated 
program. 

A second is the establishment of language and area centers. This 
is by far a more complicated matter than the teacher-training insti- 
tutes. Here you will recall from the law a matching arrangement 
is involved. 

No contracts have up to this moment been established with any 
institutions, but we expect to move in on that this next week. 
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One reason for the delay, I think I should tell you, anticipating your 
inevitable question, in connection with this part of the title you will 
recall the Commissioner is to determine the need for certain lan- 
guages, the needs of Government, of business, industry, and educa- 
tion, and realizing how difficult it would be to make any kind of 
public statement on this, impromptu, we entered into contract with 
the American Council of loam Societies for a hurry-up 3-month 
ah of the needs of Government and business for certain of the 
rare languages and that survey, which is 439 pages long, arrived 
on my desk only a week or so ago. We are still in the process of try- 
ing to analyze it and figure out how to implement it. 

In the case of the centers and of the research aspect of this title, the 
law calls for a lump authorization, not distinguishing between the 
two, in the sum authorized. 

With our initial allocation $370,000 is in our hands for the estab- 
lishment of centers this coming summer or this coming year. 

The American Council of Learned Societies survey cost $25,000. 

An additional grant for what might be called research has been 
made more recently, this to an individual expert in the Near Eastern 
language and area studies field for a look at that countrywide. 

We hope that this will be the first of a series of such surveys that 
will bring us thoroughly up to date as to the current situation in 
these fields around the country and give us a clearer idea of how 
we can spend the money to most advantage. 

That, sir, I believe, gives an overall picture of where we are as 
of now. 

I shall be happy to answer any questions. 

Mr. FretincuuyseEn, I hesitate to ask a question out of ignorance, 
but I suppose that is as good a place to ask it from as any. 

In these language centers is the money to be made available for 
the establishment of new centers, or the teaching of a new language, 
which is needed, as determined by the Commissioner, or may they 
improve the facilities, the capacity of existing language centers? 

I do not know enough about what we do have in the way of facili- 
ties to know whether the question means anything. 

Mr. Parker. There are in existence some admirable facilities and 
in our interpretation of the law thus far for program purposes, we 
have taken the position that both of the situations that you speak 
of are possible. 

We would hate to penalize the institutions which have pioneered 
in this work which is of so much benefit to the Government. 

Mr. Fretincuuysen. If we decided there was a real need for more 
people to speak Arabic, I would assume we do have some centers 
that do teach Arabic and this would allow us to improve and expand 
the facilities there. 

Mr. Parker. That is correct. One such would be at Princeton. 

Mr. FrevincuvyseENn. I, of all people, should know that. 

Mr. Etxiorr. Are there any other questions? 

Mr. Tuompson. May I ask this letter of February 6, to Congress- 
man Metcalf from Montana State College, be admitted into the rec- 
ord following his colloquy on that subject. 

Mr. Exxiorr. Without objection it is so ordered. 

Are there any other questions ? 


387376—59——_8 





110 NATIONAL DEFENSE EDUCATION ACT OF 1958 


Thank you very much, Dr. Parker. It seems that we are pretty well 
satisfied with what you have said today. 

Now, Mr. Commissioner, which part of this bill would you rather 
discuss next ¢ 

Mr. Derrutcx. I think it is strictly according to your wishes, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Mr. Exuiorr. I wonder if we could not discuss title III a bit. 

Mr. Derruick. Yes, sir; I shall be very glad to do so. 

In accordance with the technique that has developed here, suppose 
we ask Dr. Ludington, who is heading that branch having to do with 
titles relating to elementary and secondary education, to give us an 
overview and then we will be ready for your questions. 

Mr. Extiorr. All right, Dr. Ludington. 

Mr. Luprneron. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I shall give you a 
hurried review of where we now stand in connection with title 11f,a 
program which calls for State plans for the improvement of mathe- 
matics, science, and foreign language instruction. 

We have received, with the approval of the State educational agen- 
cies, or State boards, a total of 31 plans. These have come in at vary- 
ing rates and are continuing to come in even as of this date. 

Mr. Exxiorr. That means 31 States? 

Mr. Luptneton. Yes, have submitted for review. 

We have approved as of this date nine of those plans and others are 
close to approval. 

This title calls also for a program of loans to nonpublic schools for 
the acquisition of laboratory and other special equipment. These 
regulations were distributed to such mailing lists as were nationally 
available shortly after the first of the year and our first tentative cut- 
off date for the receipt of those preliminary applications was Febru- 
ary 15. 

We found that because of the inadequacies of mailing lists and the 
nature of the associations with which we were involved, it was neces- 
sary to extend this date to March 15. 

As of February 18 we have received a total of 91 applications from 
31 States, and in 9 States the amount requested exceeded allotments 
under the interim appropriation for those States. 

In several instances the amount on the original application from 
one school exceed the total allocation for that State. 

Mr. Exxiorr. How much money are you asking in the supplemental 
appropriation ? 

Mr. Luprneron. In the supplemental for loans under this program, 
$4,440,000. 

Mr. Exxiorr. I mean for the entire title? 

Mr. Luprneton. For the entire title, $37 million is the total of 
the supplemental request for title ITT. 

Mr. Extiorr. I would like to ask this question: 

What are the indications. with respect to the 18 States who have 
not yet filed their plans? Are they working on plans? 

Mr. Luprineton. We have had communications and conversations 
with other States. We have had no official communication indicating 
that no State would not participate in this program... 

The only negative response we had officially was Panama Canal 
Zone where for this fiscal year they felt that arrangements already 
underway were adequate to their programs. 
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Mr. Extiorr. Some legislatures are meeting this year and some 
are meeting next. Would it be your judgment that by the time 
this program is fully underway all States will be participating in 
title LIT? 

Mr. Luptneron. Yes, that is our indication now, pending action in 
certain of the legislative assemblies. 

Mr. Exvtorr. All right. 

Mr. Luptneron. We have had unofficial indications from several 
of the States that since the provisions of this title have been made 
generally available that considerable larger amounts of money could 
be matched by local sources for these purposes, that is the strengthen- 
ing of laboratory facilities in the three areas. 

Mr. Exxrorr. Now, can local school boards match this money? 

Mr. Lupineton. Provision is made in this title for matching, for 
the acquisition of equipment through State funds, or a combination 
of State and local. 

Mr. Etxrorr. Now, in the ordinary case, the State superintendent 
of education or somebody acting for him would decide where or in 
what school district the money should be spent, if he had school 
districts. 

In other words, if he had no State money but if he did have school 
districts that did have some money, then would he decide as to the 
allocation between those school districts that did have the money to 
match ¢ 

Mr. Lupineron. There are varying procedures being proposed. If 
you will recall, Mr. Chairman, the committee set forth as one of 
the conditions of a State plan-that it should include a set of priority 
principles for the approval of projects submitted by local education 
agencies. 

Now, we have interpreted this as the intention of the Congress to 
direct these moneys into those local agencies where weaknesses could 
be strengthened to greatest advantage. 

In other words, this is selective legislation, not general support for 
all programs of math, science, and foreign language in elementary 
or secondary schools. 

Mr. Exxiorr. The point I am trying to get to, Dr. Ludington, is 
this: 

Even in the States that do not have the State moneys with which to 
match, moneys may be expended in school districts that do have it 
or can get it and thereby obtain the benefits of this program. 

Mr. Luprneton. Absolutely. 

Now, I would like to add a word or two about certain of these 
problems we are encountering in connection with State plans. 

First of all, the intent of the legislation is selective in its emphasis. 
This means that a State educational agency, of necessity, has to in- 
volve a large number of people in making determinations with refer- 
ence to the present status of its educational programs in elementary 
and secondary schools and in the three areas. 

This is being carried on in many of the States with very inadequate 
State staffs. However, the title provides for the expansion and im- 
provement of leadership at the State level, not only from the stand- 
' point of the priorities to be established in the approval of these local 
projects, but also in the setting up of the standards which determine 
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the kind of equipment, laboratory equipment, audiovisual equipment, 
printed materials, and others to be used in the program. 

A great deal of the success of this program is determined by the 
planning which is done at the State level in these highly important 

oints. 

I might say in order to expedite these programs in the States where 
they have limited staffs, a provision was made for a State to submit 
a plan containing the basic elements called for in the title and then 
follow that plan with a statement of its standards to be applied to 
the approval of local projects. 

This we feel was necessary because the profession having made 
certain determinations as to the minimum requirements for mathe- 
matics, science, or foreign language instructions, has not generally 
followed through in terms of the tools which the teachers and pupils 
need in order to carry on these types of programs. 

Now, we feel that the committee was wise in its decision when the 
allotments of funds to States in a given fiscal year carry over into the 
next fiscal year. 

This will give the State educational agencies, we feel, the time to 
consider these problems wisely and carefully and come up with the 
kind of standards for laboratories that will parallel the instruction 
programs they have already proposed and insure wise expenditures 
of these funds. 

I would like the committee to realize that in the drafting of this 

articular title a great deal of discretion is left to the States and that 
in preparing a good State plan a considerable amount of time of staff 
and resources involving lay and professional people in the States is 
also essential. These also involve legislative considerations in some 
instances and other advisory bodies now existing in the State. 

Now, I have Dr. Lloyd King, who is chief of our State Plans and 
Reports Section with me, and Dr. George Decker who is in charge of 
the loans to nonpublic schools. We will be glad to answer any of 
your questions. 

Mr. Exuiorr. I recognize the gentleman from New Jersey, Mr. 
Thompson. 

Mr. Tompson. I think that the last three witnesses have not. only 
displayed remarkable progress and success in their functions, but 
their functions are to be commended most highly for the manner in 
which they have carried on their duties. I think the Department is 
to be congratulated on somehow or other persuading them to come 
into this. 

I wonder, Doctor, now that you have looked at this act and have 
had to concern yourself with this section of it, whether you agree 
with the emphasis that it places on mathematics, sciences, and the 
modern foreign languages and the preference that it gives them. 

I am going to ask you, and then Dr. Parker, and then Dean Elder, 
the same question. 

Mr. Luptneton. I am speaking now from my background in edu- 
cation and with some involvement prior to the passage of this legis- 
lation. I feel that there was sufficient evidence pee prior to the 
passage of this statute that these were areas of deficiency in Ameri- 
can education, and I for one feel that we need a selective approach to 
the improvement of these problems in these areas and that it can be 
done in a Federal-State-local partnership arrangement. 
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I think that the amounts of money in part complicate the problem 
at the State level to a very great extent. The priority principle, 
which implies selectivity in the expenditures of money and accurate 
identification of the local school systems where this money can be 
spent to better advantage, is a most difficult proposition. When funds 
are limited, you have to be more discretionary. The decisions are 
tough decisions, as these gentlemen who have preceded me have indi- 
cated. However, I think we have had evidence from some of the 
State people with whom we have worked, and I would like to add that 
our relationship has been a most excellent one in this program so far, 
although it has about killed us in the Office of Education. 

I think that, whereas we have not spent a dime of Federal money 
in some States, the kind of analysis and review of education has pro- 
duced a tremendous amount of good. This, Mr. Chairman, I think 
will be reflected as the funds are channeled into the State educational 
agencies and into local school districts. 

I for one feel that, being an emergency type of legislation, bein 
selective in emphasis is a proper way in which to improve the defi- 
ciencies which the Congress identified in the national interest. 

Mr. Tuompson. I am not sure that we identified them. That is 
one of the bases of my reservations. I wonder whether Dr. Parker 
would care to comment on this emphasis. 

Mr. Parker. Mr. Chairman, Mr. Thompson is asking, in effect, if 
I agree with the statement to the effect in the preamble of the act 
that these are serious imbalances, so serious to the national interest 
that the Federal Government should attempt to correct them. 

Mr. THompson. I am asking more, Doctor. I am asking whether 
you think that all of the imbalances are included. 

Mr. Parker. All of the imbalances in education ? 

Mr. Tnompson. In other words, don’t you think that it is just as 
important to our national defense to give assistance to the humanities 
as in these three fields ¢ 

Mr. Parker. Yes; but these were of high priority, and I thought 
that was the point you were making. I would certainly agree they 
are that. There are other imbalances, too. 

Mr. Tuompson. That is all. 

Mr. Exsrzorr. Did you want to ask Dean Elder? 

Mr. THompson. Yes. 

Mr. Exper. I expect, Mr. Thompson, my answer would be obvious 
to you. 

First, I thank Heaven title [TV has no such limitation. 

Second, I am a professor of Greek and Latin. 

Third, I would miss very much any such limitation on the lower 
levels of equal help for such fields as the writing and reading of Eng- 
lish, the study of history, fine arts, and the like. Therefore, let me 
not be equivocal. No; I don’t like such a limitation myself. 

Mr. Tuompson. I am certainly glad that the chairman reminded 
me to ask you. I feel very much the same way, and propose, if pos- 
sible, maybe I will have less trouble with this amendment than one 
other I mentioned this morning, to deemphasize, because I think that 
the act in itself is at fault wherein the preference in the selection for 
loans must. be given under the act to students with aptitudes or train- 
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ing in these three fields. ‘They can go on and sudy anything they want 
later in the act. I think it is inconsistent. 

Mr. Exper. Might I, Mr. Chairman, say one more thing ? 

In some ways the best educational defense of our countr y will be 
the unlimited support of all the broad, basic, humane, social dis- 
ciplines along with natural science, but we must have the breadth 
to produce in the end the kind of broad, humane people we wish to be 
our leaders. 

To give an undue accent to natural science, mathematics, and 
modern foreign languages could turn out somewhat lopsided people. 

Mr. THompson. Thank you, Doctor. 

Mr. Exuiorr, The gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Kearns. I would like to direct my question to you, Dr. Lud- 
ington. 

In this Federal role that we are playing, are the States marching 
forth with the best personnel that we can get, or are they a mediocre 
group that we are getting ¢ 

Mr. Lupineron. Under this title, few appointments have been made. 
We have urged in our negotaiations with them considerations of per: 
sons of high academic standing, with qualifications in these fields, and 
the States are including such qualifications, at least. on paper, in the 
plans that they are submitting. 

Mr. Kearns. What assurance are we going to have of performance 
there ? 

Mr. Lupineron. You mean in terms of persons employed ¢ 

Mr. Kearns. That is right. 

Mr. Derruick. Mr. Chairman, would you excuse an interruption ! 

Before Mr. Thompson goes, if I may say, our delightful colleague, 
Dean Elder, was speaking personally and not expressing the official 
views of the Department or the office, but since I have said that, I 
want to say this: that’ I think all of us are deeply concerned with a 
balanced program in education and we would not put one field ahead 
of the other. The social sciences, the humanities, are just as im- 
portant as the field of science, mathematics, and foreign language, but 
our studies and the testimony, as this comittee will recognize, indi- 
cated that there were imbalances. 

I know I was reading some testimony that Dr. Killian offered, maybe 
a couple of years ago, and Dr. Killian, I might point out, is tremen- 
dously concerned with a balanced curriculum in his institution at 
MIT. I was much impressed to know the emphasis he gives the 
humanities, equal emphasis as to the fields of science and engineering, 
but in this testimony Dr. Killian, 1 in his concern about the imbalances, 
called attention to the fact that in an age when mathematics might be 
essential to our survival, we were in danger of becoming a nation of 
mathematical illiterates. 

Also, I reminded the committee of such testimony as in the favored 
State of California, the large percentage of math and science teachers 
that were teaching out of their field, so I think we would all, Mr. 
Thompson, concur heartily with your views, that one area of the cur- 
riculum is just as important as the other, and the reason for our rec- 
ommendation is that we were convinced that there were these im- 
balances that need to be corrected. 

Mr. Tuompson. I recognize that and I would like to emphasize 
equally that I have no objection at all to the studies in these fields. 
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I wondered at the time, this being quite frankly a bill in response to 
sputnik, and quite frankly a bill having a gimmick in it, namely, the 
tie to the national defense, rather than to face the fact that, sputnik or 
not, we were deficient, that the emphasis had to be placed on it, at least 
temporarily. 

I was impressed by the president of the California Institute of Tech- 
nology mpeg 8 emphasis. There was not one national scientist who 
appeared here, indeed I do not think there was anyone who appeared 
here, saying that there shouldn’t be a complete balance. 

I viewed the legislation, as in a sense, in the best sense of the word, 
a gimmick. We had to sell it to a normally hostile Congress and I 
think a magnificent job was done in selling it. Now that the nose is 
in the tent, I think that we could perhaps straighten out some of the 
imbalances which are in it. 

Mr. Exusorr, I might say to my delightful friend from New Jersey, 
we debated the thing that he is talking about a little over a year be- 
fore we took action. 

Mr. Tuompson. An eighth amendment, I think. 

Mr. Exuiorr. I understand his position and I respect it and of course 
he understands and respects the position of the majority of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. Freytincnuysen. Mr. Chairman, I might add that he has not 
given up his fight. He seems to be continuing very vigorously. 

Mr. Derruick. I think, Mr. Chairman, we can concur heartily with 
Deen Elder that we are glad the fellowship title is across the board. 

Mr. Exxiorr. I think we are making good progress and I think that 
is the good thing about all of this. 

Are there other questions ¢ 

Mr. Derruickx. May I call attention again to the presence here 
today of Dr. Herbert A. Smith. We borrowed him for a year from 
the University of Kansas. He is director of the education of science 
teachers there and is working under Dr. Ludington, heading up the 
math, science and foreign language section of title III, and has the 
endorsement of the scholarly bodies and is giving professional leader- 
ship and direction to this part of the program. Dr. Smith is over 
here. 

Mr. Exuiorr. Would you care to say something at this point, Dr. 
Smith ? 

Mr. Smirn. No; I think I have nothing to add to the discussion that 
has been offered. I do share the concern that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania mentioned a few minutes ago relative to the qualification 
of the people that are going to be working in these programs in the 
States. We certainly have our problems there. 

For one thing, the kind of people that we are looking for in ell 
three of these programs is hard to come by, and we find difficulties 
with State civil service regulations which limit the salaries consider- 
ably in many States, and, for that matter, we are finding considerable 
difficulty in getting all the people we would like to have to help us on 
this aspect of. our work in the office. 

Mr. Fretincuuysen. On this point, Mr. Chairman, I wonder 
whether we could go into this question of the State plans and their 
adequacy. 
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You have indicated, Dr. Ludington, and I think maybe Dr. Smith 
too, that it is something less than perfect. This requirement for a 
State plan is a very broad field and you suggested, as I understand 
it, that the States pay lip service to it and then at a later date build 
up something more substantial so as to develop a good plan; they have 
inadequate staff and really do not know their way around enough to 
come up with anything of any great value immediately. Is that 
correct 

Mr. Luprneton. I would certainly like the record to show that the 
plans we have approved we feel meet substantially the requirements 
and the intent of the Congress. The form in which some of these 
plans come in does leave some things to be expected, that is, we realize 
the limitations, but I think the States are for the most part taking a 
hold of this in good faith and, with the exception of a recognition of 
the fact that good people are hard to come by, they are potting their 
standards as high as they can set them and be practical and reason- 
able about it. 

I think our greatest problem is in this area of priorities. States 
have made determinations in the allocations of State funds which 
result in a variety of formula. They may be per capita allocations; 
they may involve variations of financial need in local school districts; 
they may give preference to different types of districts and so on, so 
the priority principle in effect begins to run contrary to some of the 
— in which State funds are now being distributed, and this is a 
difficult proposition for States to deal with. 

ee the amounts of money were larger, the problems would be sim- 
pler. 

Mr. Kearns. May I ask what degree of echelon that we desire are 
we going to be able to anticipate ¢ 

Mr. Luptnetron. You mean on State level personnel ? 

Mr. Kearns. Yes. I mean of desirable people. 

Mr. Luptneron. Our regulations have said these people should meet 
the full qualifications and standards for teachers in these fields. They 
should have had experience as teachers and experience as supervisors. 

Mr. Kearns. How low are you going to dip? 

Mr. Luprneton. This is as low as we would go in our regulations. 
Some of the States have gone as high as a doctor’s degree with subject 
matter backgrounds at the undergraduate and graduate levels. 

Mr. Frevincuvysen. As I understand it, this requirement for State 
plans and the multiplicity of State plans is basically as a kind of 
insulation to prevent the charge or the possibility of direct Federal 
interference with something that can be carried on at a State level. 

What I am wondering about is whether that is going to slow up our 
aim to improve or eliminate some of the imbalances, whether there 
should not be some kind of exchange of information and some draw- 
ing of conclusions from these various State plans as to what needs to be 
done most, or whether we should not be a little more aggressive at the 
Federal level in trying to establish reasonable standards that could 
apply to all States, 

Perhaps this is too broad a lumping and too much discretion is left 
to the States and they do not have the basic capacity, at the moment 
at least, to make a sensible determination. 

Mr. Derruicx. Mr. Chairman, may I respond in part to Mr. Freling- 
huysen ? 
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I think the State plan device is a good device. However, we are in 
a new program and the States are tooling up for it. It takes a little 
time. We have our people working back and forth by correspondence, 
on the telephone, and in person. 

I got a letter a couple of days ago from a chief State school officer in 
one of the States and he just had his plan approved and he was ve 
appreciative of Dr. Wellman, who had been down there working with 
him a couple of days, in giving the finishing touches to the plan. 
I think the State-plan device does give the State the proper leadership 
and responsibility and preserves the propery degree and full measure 
of State control of education. 

We are not interfering, but we do exchange experiences. We do give 
them the benefits of the findings and the problems and the way they are 
solved in other States. We do hold and have held a number of 
regional conferences. It is quite a process and I do not think that it 
is a question of their giving lip service to the objectives. I think they 
are taking it very seriously, but they have to feel their way into the 
full degree of attainment of standards that we are reaching for. 

Dr. Ludington spoke of the State plans that have been approved; 
we feel that they are very good plans for this first year and that they 
do insure a pattern designed by the State, not by us, with any advice 
that we can give them, any sharing of experiences, but they do refiect 
neiaeene designed by the State to achieve the purposes of the act. We 
do do this: 

When a State plan comes in that, as a result of inexperience with the 
program, does not seem to meet the purposes of the act, we advise with 
them and work back and forth and maybe we send one of our staff 
members out to that State. They are always welcome to help them 
revise and perfect and improve the a until finally approved. But, 
when it is improved, it is their work with such assistance that we can 
render, and I feel really that the State-plan process is coming along 
very nicely, 

One reason why it takes 3, 4, or 5 weeks sometimes to get a plan 
completely through is that we are trying with the States to see to it that 
the purposes of the Congress are satisfied. 

Mr. RELINGHUYSEN. You are able to provide them with assistance 
as a result of your dealings with other States ? 

Mr. Derruick. For example, that is one reason why I called the 
Ser of the University of Kansas and asked him to loan us Dr. 

mith for a year. He mentioned problems of recruiting. We also 
have those problems. 

We called him back last night from a mission on which he was 
trying to do some recruiting. I mentioned earlier that we are au- 
thorized for 1959 staff of 288. We only have a few over a hundred 
and that is why these people are having to work so hard in carrying 
the load for 300 people. 

Mr. Kearns. On that point, are we able to borrow from States 
where we have an abundance of, say, the technical people we want? 

Mr. Dertruick. Yes. The State departments, the institutions of 
higher learning, have been very generous. They realize the import- 
ance of our having the best leadership we can find here in Washington 
and they have been very generous in loaning us their people, and 
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then we have been particular in assigning some of the most experienced 
people we have in the Office to take leading roles in these programs, 

Mrs. Green. Did you say 31 States? 

Mr. Derruick. ‘Thirty-one States have submitted plans; yes. 

Mrs. Green. You mentioned the figure “91”. 

Mr. Derruicx. Nine have been approved. Ninety-one was. the 
figure that applied to the loan applications for the nonpublic schools, 

Mrs. Green. Thirty-one States have applied and nine have been 
approved under title ITI? 

Mr. Luprneton. Yes. 

Mrs. GREEN. Does the Department have the overall picture of what 
is being done in the field of science and math by State groups and by 
private groups ¢ 

I think, Dr. Derthick, that I talked to you about the State of 
Oregon. Do you have the overall picture of all that is being done in 
this area ? 

Mr. Luptneron. Dr. Smith has certainly been in a position of na- 
tional leadership and is acquainted with activities at the State and 
national level and is involved in new innovations and effective ways 
of handling mathematics and science. 

I would say this is part of our professional mission. We are handi- 
capped at the moment. 

Mrs. Green. Is it in such a form that it could be presented to us 
here ? 

Mr. Luptnetron. The State of Oregon ? 

Mrs. Green. No. Ishare Mr. Thompson’s views that we are placin 
too much emphasis on science and math and engineering and that i 
we had the sum total of all that was being done at the National and 
State level, plus what is being done by private groups, there might be 
a greater imbalance than Mr. Thompson and I might suspect at this 
time. 

Mr. Luprneron. I don’t think all of those Federal or National pro- 
grams are summarized in any one source, are they, Dr. Smith? 

Mr. Smrru. No, I don’t think that they are. Actually, there are a 
number of important commissions. I just heard one yesterday, the 
Joint Commission by the American Association for the Advancement 
of Science. And the TEPS group, teacher education improvement 
group, in which they report upon the States in the training of science 
and mathematics teachers and are making some recommendations. 

The professional societies furnish us with a great deal of informa- 
tion as to what is going on in each of the areas, mathematics, science, 
and modern foreign language. At the moment the National Science 
Teachers Association has a study in progress which will give us a 
fairly comprehensive picture of new developments in science cur- 
riculum, teacher training, and so forth, and similar studies are in 
progress in the math teacher group and in the foreign language 
teacher group. 

Mrs. Green. Are you familiar with this program “Scientists of To- 
morrow”? Itseems to be only in the Northwest. 

Mr. Smrru. No, I am not. Of course, there are a number of 
national programs, the Future Scientists of America Foundation, for 
example, and Science Service runs the science club movement, and of 
course there are many local ones called Jets, Future Engineers, and 
so on. 
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Mr. Exxiorr. I recognize the gentleman from New Jersey. 

Mr. Danrets. As a freshman Congressman and as a new member 
of this committee, I am not fully familiar with all the details of this 
ylan, but I take it, Doctor, from your testimony, that the various 
States have different plans. Is it the purpose of this committee you 
peo of to set up minimum standards for approval.by this depart- 
ment 

Mr. Luprneron. Only insofar as the regulations provide certain 
minimums, but the State itself determines its standards for the quali- 
fication of people, sets its standards for the purchase and acquisition 
of equipment, it sets its own standards by way of priorities to be ap- 
plied to the approval of local projects, and the decisionmaking is at. 
the State level. All we are concerned about in the approval of the 
plans is that these limits are provided for. 

We recognize the fact that in these three areas States are in dif- 
ferent stages of development. Therefore, there will be considerable 
variation among the various plans submitted. 

Mr. Dantes. However, you feel if a plan is inadequate or insuffi- 
cient, you would try to guide and direct them and to implement 
that plan. 

Mr. Leprneton. That is right, but the final decisions are State 
decisions. 

Mr. DerrnaicK. I think, Mr. Chairman, that is a very important 
point for emphasis, because that. is the system whereby the country 
and the States can have reassurance that the control is left at the State 
level where we all believe it should be left. 

Now, with regard to standards of quality and quantity and equip- 
ment, the Federal Government isn’t developing those standards. We 
have to see to it that when the State plan comes in, it incorporates 
standards, but the State makes them. We don’t, however, we can’t 
approve a plan unless the State has that in there. 

This act has stimulated a great deal of effort on the part of the 
States to develop better standards than we have ever had before in 
this country in this area, and I think it has been stimulated in sub- 
stantial measure by the act, and it resulted from our agreeing with 
the States that it was improper for us to set standards and impose 
upon them, so they have acted to develop standards which will be 
highly professional. 

Mr. Dantexs. That was just exactly my point in asking the question, 
that in the event you deem the program of any particular State inade- 
quate and that standards might be increased and placed on a higher 
basis, the Department would, through your mediums of education, 
communications, and so forth, try to develop greater standards and a 
better program for the State. 

Mr. Derruick. Yes. 

Mr. Dantexs. It would be done purely on the basis of recommenda- 
tion, I assume. 

Mr. Dertuick. Yes; and then they are exerting such leadership as 
to do this for themselves, which is better still. 

However, now can I go back to something Mr. Frelinghuysen said 
a while ago about when you were thinking about the quality of the 
State plans, for example, here is an instance in which we expect the 
State plans to improve consistently. The initial standards and lists 
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of equipment that they submit undoubtedly will not be as good as 
those that are submitted a year from now. For example, as they 
have more experience and as their nationwide study s forward 
on the development of standards, but they are the best they have now 
and, of course, to get. the act implemented, we naturally are going 
to approve the best t ey have now. 

Mr. Extiorr. The gentlelady from Oregon. 

Mrs. Green. Going back to this emphasis on science and math and 
if an attempt is made to delete this part from the bill, it seems to me 
we could do a much more intelligent job if we really knew what was 
being done in all of the States. 

Is there any one person in that Department who has that informa- 
tion, and how much of a job would it be to assemble it so we would 
have an overall picture of what is being done by the National Science 
Foundation, by this part of this bill, by the States, by private agencies, 
and so on ? 

To me, it is such a confusing picture, complex, overlapping. I 
asked Mr. Quattlebaum for a report the other day and he advises me 
that there are about 298 programs of Federal aid to education. They 
are administered by every department and agency in the Government. 
The military I think administers more than the Department of Health, 
Education, and Welfare. I frankly do not know how this committee 
can do an intelligent job unless we can see the overall picture and 
really see where the emphasis does need to be placed. And in order 
to do that, we would have to know what is being done by States and 
private groups. 

Mr, Derrick. Part of the answer to your question, Mrs. Green, is 
our effective carrying out of the mandate you have given us in para- 
graph (d) of title X, section 1001, that part in which: 

The Secretary shall advise and consult—and he has delegated that responsi- 
bility to the Office of Education—with the heads of departments and agencies 
of the Federal Government responsible for the administration of scholarship, 
fellowship, or other educational programs with a view to securing full informa- 
tion concerning all specialized scholarship, fellowship, or other educational pro- 
grams and administered by or under any such department or agency and to 
develop policies and procedures which will strengthen the educational programs 
and objectives of the institutions of higher education utilized for such purposes 
by any such department or agency. 

We are talking that very seriously. That will answer, I hope, in 
the course of time, part of your question. 

Mrs, Green. What time? 

Mr. Derruick. I would say that, with a task as far-reaching as this 
one, we probably wouldn’t come out with substantial findings and 
recommendations under perhaps 2 years. It would be nearly 2 years. 
This is a vast undertaking and cuts across all departments and agen- 
cies of Government to estimate and evaluate the impact. that the Gov- 
ernment is making on education. 

Now then, with regard to other aspects of your question, I think 
as we have experience with this program and as we draw information 
from the developments and from other studies in the Office of Educa- 
tion, we might have some findings. Probably we ought to have at 
least a year’s experience with this program before we do. 

Mrs. Green. Let me ask you this: I notice by this report which I 
have that HEW administers 47 Federal programs in the field of edu- 
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cation and the Department of Defense I believe administers 61 of 
them. Can you get at the programs that are being administered by 
the Department of Defense to know how overlapping they are? 

Mr. Derruick. As I understand it, that is one of the purposes of 
this provision in the act. : 

Mrs. Green. My question, though, is, can you get at it? 

Mr. Derruick. We are going to try, Mrs. Green, and we think we 
can, I said the Secretary has delegated this responsibility to the 
Office of Education, but we are going to have his support and 1m 
in dealing with the other departments of Government, and we thin 
that we can relate ourselves to them in such a way as to get a full 
measure of cooperation. We think we can. We are taking it very 
seriously. We realize its great significance. 

Mr. Kearns. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the Commissioner, 
do you feel that you have the proper authorization under the act to 
give the proper reporting to Congress that we need on the develop- 
ment and procedures? 

Mr. Derrutck. This section D? 

Yes, sir; we do. 

Mr. Kearns. And we will get the report? 

Mr. Derruick. Yes, sir. 

As I said to Mrs, Green, it is such a difficult and complex job, it will 
require a substantial amount of time. We can hardly estimate, but 
we think within 2 years. 

Mr. Exziorr. Do you think, Mr. Commissioner, that the authori- 
zation contained in the subsection which you have referred to will put 
us in the position of having within a reasonable time the information 
about this complex question that Mrs, Green has raised? 

Mr. Derruick. I think so. 

Mr. Exusorr. I would like to say to you that we have had at least 
two special committees that I have served on in which we have tried 
to look into that question, but we have rie ¥ been so hampered by 
time that. we never quite finished with it. I was a member of the 
Gwinn subcommittee a few years ago, but we did not much more than 
scratch the surface, I think, in that field. 

Then about 4 years prior to that, I was a member of another sub- 
committee that started the job, but we never did really get into it 
very much. 

I understand from you that when we really get going, you will be 
able to gather information on this subject and make it available where 
it can be understood by all of us who are interested. 

First, it is a very big field and a very complex one and it is one I 
think. in which there is great need for information. 

Mr. Derruicx. I want the committee to know that we fully recog- 
nize the magnitude of the job and the significance of this provision 
of the bill, that we have taken it very, very seriously. 

I think you have seen some evidence of the kind and quality of 
people we are assigning and recruiting to head up these programs. 
[ will say that for 2 or 3 months we have been at work recruiting for 
4 special assistant to the Commissioner, to be charged with this re- 
sponsibility. We are putting it at the highest possible level and we 
are trying to find the best. man in the country to undertake this 
responsibility. We are indeed taking it seriously and we believe 
that we will come through with the answers that you anticipate. 
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Mrs. Green. Commissioner Derthick, prior to the passage of this 
Defense Act, you are not saying that you did not have any authority 
to do this? It is not just the paragraph D in section 1001 that now 
enables the Department to find out what is being done ? 

Mr. Derruick. I would say that we certainly couldn’t proceed on 
the scale that we can proceed on with this authority that you have 
given us to make these studies, cutting across all the departments 
and agencies of Government, as I understand it. 

As to collecting data and information from the country at large 
through the elementary and secondary schools and the higher institu- 
tions of learning, of course we have always had that authority and 
responsibility. 

Mrs. Green. However, you think this is the first time that you 
really have this authority ? 

Mr. Derruick. I am advised that this is the first time that the 
Office of Education has ever had this kind of mandate. We recognize 
this as one of the most significant parts of this whole National De- 
fense Education Act and the results of our efforts here might be as 
lasting as any other part of the act. We are tremendously impressed. 

Mrs. Green. Is there anybody in the Government today that really 
knows all of the programs in education that are being undertaken 
by the Federal Government and how they overlap and duplicate, 
et cetera ¢ 

Mr. Derruick. I am not aware of any source where that informa- 
tion could be found in complete detail to any degree. 

Dr. Flynt is making a pertinent remark here. 

Mr. Frynt. Mrs. Green, about 10 years ago the Bureau of the 


Budget established a special section to undertake this, but gave it up 

as a bad job after about 2 years: The problem is the authority. to 

exact reporting from an organization such as the Defense Department 
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without some 
to know. 

This is the first time we have ever had that. 

Our basic act, Mrs. Green, never gave us any responsibility for 
other Government departments. It is related wholly to gathering 
facts concerning the condition of education within the States. 

Mrs. Green. Do you think that paragraph (d) gives you adequate 
authority to get from the Department of Defense the scope of their 
programs and how much they are spending and how many people 
they are training, and so on ? 

Mr. Fiynt. This is in the name of the Secretary. You will observe 
that, although he has delegated it to the Commissioner, he does not, of 
course, delegate his basic responsibility for negotiating with the Sec- 
retary of Defense. It requires negotiation between heads of depart- 
ments at the highest level to get the real answer. That is why, I as- 
sume, the committee wrote it that way, so that our Secretary, standin 
on equal footing with the Secretary of Defense or Agriculture, could,. 
through inter-Cabinet negotiations, create a situation in which we 
could get the answers to the things we wanted to know by agreement,. 
and under this responsibility it 1s possible, of course, to have an Ex- 
ecutive order issued, but the wording of the act, our counsel] tells us, 
does not necessarily require that, and we don’t really need it. 

Mr. Derruick. I might add for emphasis, that while the Secretary 
has made this delegation, he has given me every assurance that he will 


gal requirement that they report to us what we want 
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support us each step of the way and that he does intend to negotiate 
with his fellow Cabinet officers in implementing this part of the act. 

I am just reminded here that Mr. Barden in 1953 proposed a bill 
that would accomplish this purpose, but it failed of enactment. We 
think this is rather a landmark and a milestone. 

Mr. Kearns. That is right. It passed the House and died in the 
Senate. 

Mrs. Green. Yes. [havethat report. It is excellent. 

Mr. Exxiorr. If there are no further questions about this title, let us 
proceed to the next one, which is Title V: Guidance, Counseling, and 
Testing ; Identification and Encouragement of Able Students. 

Whom, Mr. Derthick, do you designate to make the statement on 
that ? 

Mr. Derrnick. It comes under Dr. Ludington’s supervision, and 
also Dr. Wellman, to contribute to that. 

Mr. Luprnetron. Mr. Chairman, on title V, part A, we have received 
34 plans from State education agencies and have to date approved 16. 
This plan provides an arrangement similar to that in title III. Match- 
ing may be done by State and local or a combination of State and local 
funds. 

The provisions are for the strengthening of the supervisory and 
other professional leadership in the State educational agency, the su- 
pervision and direction of a testing program for the determination of 
the aptitudes and ability, and in those States where the State agency 
is not permitted by law to conduct a testing program in the nonpublic 
schools, then the Office of Education, through the Commissioner, ne- 
gotiates directly with those States. 

In the plans we have approved so far, approximately half of the 
States are without this authority. 

I would like to state also that in the development of standards perti- 
nent to guidance and counseling personnel and standards applicable 
to the testing program, these determinations are made by the States 
themselves. They determine the types of tests. They determine the 
grade or grades at which these tests will be administered, and in several 
of the State plans, local option is provided with reference to the test 
and their methods of scoring and reporting. 

The object here is to get in the hands of guidance and counseling 
personnel, teachers and parents, as well as the students themselves, 
more information about their strengths and weaknesses so that. they 
may plan their educational programs while in the secondary school 
wisely and that encouragement. will be given to those who should go 
on to higher education institutions. 

I would like at this point to have Dr. Wellman, who has been actively 
concerned with this program, supplement these remarks in any way 
and we will welcome questions. 

Mr. Exxiorr. Dr. Wellman. 

Mr. Wetiman. I would only like to add that it has been a real 
pleasure to see the enthusiasm and sincerity with which the States 
have undertaken this task of developing their State plans. The 
problem of developing a plan has been attacked in many different 
ways. Many of them have pulled together the professional people in 
the colleges and universities, the local school districts, as well as their 
own State department in developing plans. 
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Consequently, there has been a great deal of satisfaction in seeing 
the high standards that so many of the States have nrg Na in their 
lans, both for the personnel involved at the State and local levels, 
or the standards of their testing program, and for their guidance and 
counseling programs in the local schools. 
Mr. Exziorr. Thank you very much, Dr. Wellman. 
Dr. Ludington, ma S osk if you will furnish for the record a list of 


the plans by States that have been submitted and a list of those that 
have to date been approved, the amount of money that you have had 
for the administration of this title under the first appropriation, and 
the amount that you are seeking in the supplemental bill. 

Mr. Luprneton. I will be om to do that, sir. 

(Information referred to 


ollows :) 


Sratrus Report as or Fesruary 18, 1959—Trrizs III ann V, Parr A, 
Nationa, Derense Epucation Act 


STATUS OF STATE PLANS 
PLaNs SUBMITTED FOR APPROVAL 


TITLE Ill (TOTAL 31) 


Georgia 
Indiana 


Alabama 
Colorado 
Florida 
Illinois 
Indiana 
Kansas 


Kentucky 
Louisiana 
Maine 
Maryland 
Massachusetts 
Missouri 
Montana 
Nebraska 
New Hampshire 
New Mexico 
New York 


TITLE V (TOTAL 34) 


Kentucky 
Louisiana 
Maine 
Maryland 
Massachusetts 
Missouri 
Montana 
Nebraska 
Nevada 

New Mexico 
New York 
North Carolina 


APPROVED PLANS 


TITLE III (TOTAL 9) 


Maryland 
Montana 
North Carolina 


TITLE V (TOTAL 16) 


Louisiana 
Maryland 
Missouri 
Montana 

New Mexico 
North Carolina 


North Carolina 
North Dakota 
Oklahoma 
Oregon 
Pennsylvania 
South Carolina 
South Dakota 
Tennessee 
Texas 


North Dakota 
Oklahoma 
Oregon 
Pennsylvania 
Rhode Island 
South Carolina 
South Dakota 
Tennessee 
Texas 

West Virginia 


Oklahoma 
Pennsylvania 
Texas 


North Dakota 
Oklahoma 
South Dakota 
Texas 
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Authorizations, appropriations, and budget estimates, fiscal years 1959-60 





Title III Title V, pt. 
grants A grants 





Maximum annual authorization under Public Law 85-864 * $66, 600, 000 $15, 000, 000 


Interim appropriation, fiscal year 1959. ............-.--...-.----------.---.-- 18, 070, 000 5, 400, 000 
Proposed supplemental appropriation, fiscal year 1959 32, 560, 000 2, 000, 000 














Total, estimated appropriations, fiscal year 1959. ........--.--..------- 50, 630, 000 7, 400, 000 
Budget estimate, fiscal year 1960 15, 000 








Mr. Exxrorr. I have always felt that the guidance and counseling of 
testing, identification, and encouragement of able students is one of 
the strongest portions of this bill, Mr. Commissioner. 

Mr. Derruick. We concur heartily in your view, Mr. Chairman. 
We are tremendously interested in this part of the title. 

Mr. Exxrorr. It is one about which there has been a great deal of 
misunderstanding bandied about, I think. 

I recall last year it gave us much concern because of misunder- 
standing and conflict of viewpoints about it, but I am most hopeful of 
the future of this title. 

Mr. Derruick. May I say that maybe it is because in part it is a 
little less complicated in the State, but we have been moving faster on 
this title V than the title III, but it also undoubtedly reflects very 
genuine interest on the part of the States. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, when you finish with the questions on this part 
of the title, I remind you that the higher education financial aids 
branch has been given a responsibility for the guidance and counseling 


institutes. And you will want to hear an overview from Dr. Ralph 
Bedell, who is heading 4 that part. 
i 


I want to emphasize, however, that aids branch to State and local 
school systems work very, very closely with Dr. Bedell and his group, 
so that the two programs will be very closely coordinated. Naturally, 
the training of teachers to do this job is intimately related with the 
implementation of the program with students and their parents and 
other related people. 

Anyway, Dr. Bedell is up here and can give an overview. 

Mr. Exxiorr. Dr. Bedell, will you proceed at this point ? 

Dr. Bepeti. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

First, I would like to underscore the comments that Mr. Derthick 
has just made on the close cooperation between the administration of 
the counseling and guidance training institutes and the administra- 
tion of part A of title V. 

Also, we can give considerable evidence of wide interest throughout 
the country, Mr. Chairman, that would be quite in line with your 
comments of a moment ago. 

Nearly 300 institutions in the United States have exhibited a willing- 
ness to put their resources at our disposal for purposes of contract 
under part (b) of title V. 

Mr. Exxiorr. That is about one out of six of them; is it not ? 

Mr. Bepetu. Yes. It is about probably three-fourths or thereabouts 
of the institution that would be qualified to pursue this kind of train- 
ng. It is advanced training, obviously, and many institutions do not 
otfer it. 

37376—59-—_9 
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The Commissioner has announced that there are 19 institutions 
with which contracts are being negotiated. There is in process addi- 
tional action, which will within a day or two or three bring this total 
to 32. We anticipate that there will be a total number of summer 
session institutes of about 45, give or take a few either way, depend- 
ing on circumstances that we cannot now quite wholly anticipate. 

Ve do intend, however, to complete our summer session arrange- 
ments within about 2 weeks, not longer. Otherwise, it will not be 
possible for the summer sessions through the United States to take 
advantage of this act. 

This leads us to one decision that we made that I think will be of 
considerable interest to you, because the act provides for both regular 
session and short-term institutes. We have thus far dealt only with 
short-term institutes because partly of the shortage of time, partly 
because regular session institutes are quite expensive and are com- 

licated. They are very important, very valuable, but it takes a 
onger time to get them set up and organized. 

We anticipate when the supplemental appropriation is made avail- 
able that most of that amount will be used for regular session 
institutes, 

Mr. Exxzorr. How many institutes, Doctor, do you have set up for 
the summer ? 

Mr. Bepeiy. We have currently some 32. The announcements will 
be completed in about a week and we anticipate an additional] 12 or 
13, bringing the number to about 45. 

Mr. Exxiorr. You expect to have 45 short-term institutes in opera- 
tion in the summer of 1959? 

Mr. Bepvetz. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Extiorr. In this field of training teachers in counseling and 
guidance? 

Mr. Beperxi. Yes. 

Mr. Exiorr. I think that is good. 

Mr. Brepeti. I want to say, Mr. Chairman, that the institutions 
have cooperated wholeheartedly and completely in this matter and 
that is one of the main reasons we have been able to make such 
rapid progress. 

Mr. Exxiorr. Dr. Bedell, will you furnish for the record as soon 
as you can, say in about a week, a list of the short-term or summer 
institutes that have been approved under the act for this summer! 

Mr. Brpetu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Exxrorr. And also how much money you have for program un- 
der the initial appropriation and how much you seek in the sup- 
plemental bill ? 

Mr. Bepetu. Yes; I will be glad to do that. 
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(Information referred to follows :) 


THE COUNSELING AND GUIDANCE TRAINING INSTITUTE PROGRAM UNDER TITLE V-B 


The following institutes have been announced: 


Alabama: University of Alabama 
California : 
University of California 
University of Southern California 
Florida: University of Florida 
District of Columbia: The George 
Washington University 
Illinois: 
Loyla University (Chicago) 
Northwestern University 
Indiana : Purdue 
Kansas: Kansas State Teachers College 
(Pittsburg) 
Kentucky: University of Kentucky 
Louisiana: Louisiana State University 
and Agricultural and Mechanical Col- 
lege 
Massachusetts: Boston University 
Michigan: 
Michigan State University 
Wayne State University 
Minnesota: University of Minnesota 
Missouri: University of Missouri 


New York: 
City College, New York 
Syracuse University 
Ohio: University of Toledo 
Oklahoma: Oklahoma State University 
of Agriculture and Applied Science 
Pennsylvania: 
Pennsylvania State University 
University of Pittsburgh 
Temple University 
South Carolina: University of South 
Carolina 
Texas: 
University of Texas 
Texas Technological College 
University of Houston 
Utah: University of Utah 
Washington: State College of Washing- 
ton 
West Virginia: Marshall College 
Wisconsin Marquette University 
Wyoming: University of Wyoming 


The following institutes are to be announced in the immediate future: 


Illinois: University of Illinois 

Kansas: University of Kansas 

New York: New York University 

North Carolina: North Carolina State 
College of Agriculture & Engineering 


North Dakota: University of North Da- 
kota 

Ohio: The Ohio State University 

Oregon: Oregon State system of higher 
education 

Tennessee: University of Tennessee 


The amount of money available for counseling and guidance training institutes 


at this time as $1,994,915. 
supplemental appropriation. 


Mr. Exxtorr. Thank vou. 


An additional $1 million is being requested as a 


The gentleman from New Jersey. 

Mr. Fretincuuysen. If I may bring in what may be an irrelevant 
question, I would like to ask Commissioner Derthick whether he has 
any comment about a statement which I imagine he saw made by 
the commissioner of education from my State, New Jersey, Dr. Rau- 
binger, in connection with a testing program. 

I realize fully, but I am not sure the public does, that this has noth- 
ing to do with the National Defense Education Act, but he did refer 
to the Federal Government getting its nose under the tent and was 
very critical of that arrangement. 

Would you like to enlighten the committee as to just what that 
program is? 

Mr. Derrutck. I think that Dr. Raubinger, for whom we have 
a great deal of respect—he is a very able man—I have a feeling that 
perhaps he didn’t understand the full nature of the program and I 
am looking forward to an opportunity to explain it to him. 
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I might ask Dr. Hall, the Assistant Commissioner for Researe 
under whose direction that program is operated, to make a Dried 
comment about this program, but we do have in mind supplying in 
these quarters full and complete information on it. It is a very 
sound program and it has had the advice and direction of some of 
the outstanding authorities in the country. 

Mr. Frevincuvuysen. It is quite possible you may not want to com- 
ment on this at this time, and if not, I would be glad to get your 
views at a later date, but I do think it would be of interest to the 
committee if you are ready to talk about it. 

Dr. Derruicx. It might be well to continue on the National De. 
fense Act and to take that at another time. 

Mr. FrReLINGHUYSEN. I think you are right. 

Mr. Derruick. We have full and complete information available 
on it. 

Mr. Exxtorr. The gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. Wier. I just happen to be host to some of the educators in my 
district in Minnesota. I thought it would be an opportunity for 
them to come in and see Mr. Derthick in action on the national defense 
education bill. 

Mr. Derruicx. I want to say I appreciate that, because I have some 
mighty good friends among the school administrators of Minnesota 
end met. practically all of them. 

Mr. Etxiorr. I would like to say also that we are very happy to 
have as our guests the friends and associates of the gentleman from 
Minnesota. The gentleman from Minnesota was most active in his 
efforts to enact the National Defense Education Act of 1958, and this 
report that we are receiving this afternoon is a report on the progress 
in administering the act up to this time. We are happy to have 
you. 

’ Are there other questions now with respect to title V that we have 
just been discussing ¢ 

I believe we finished with the language development. Our next 
title is Title VII—“Research and Experimentation in More Effective 
Utilization of Television, Radio, and Related Media for Educational 
Purposes.” 

Who, Dr. Derthick, will speak to that ? 

Mr. Dertuicx. We have Dr. Hall here, our Assistant Commissioner. 
This title has been assigned to his Division for administration, and 
then he has with him the head of the new Education Media Branch, 
Dr. Norberg, whom I introduced this morning and whom we bor- 
rowed from Sacramento State College in California, where he is coor- 
dinator of the audiovisual services program. 

Dr. Hall. 

Mr. Haut. Very briefly, as to what we have done and one or two of 
the problems we have encountered, as the Commissioner has said, this 
program is administered by the Division of Research, and we have set 
up a special branch within the Division to administer the program. 

If you remember, there are two parts to it. One has to do with 
research and experimentation. The other has to do with the dis- 
semination of information to the States, bearing on the evaluation of 
various types of media, and so forth, and so we have employed two 
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ople, one for each of those parts, and we are now in the process of 
ooiee them busy. 

The second thing that we did was attempt to get as quickly as pos- 
sible the very best advisory committee. The law sets up the criteria 
for the committee, and we did secure a committee which we think is 
excellent. They represent almost the entire United States. There 
are 14 people, including the Commissioner, and a member of the Na- 
tional Science Foundation. 

This committee met in December for the first time to look at prob- 
ably policies and procedures and problems related to this program. 
At that time we already had quite a few project proposals on hand, 
some 50 or 60, to be exact, and the committee then, having worked 
with the Commissioner on policies and procedures, named the dates 
for consideration of project proposals. 

These dates were announced in the Register, and so forth, and we 
really got underway. Proposals have been coming in very, very 
rapidly, and the committee is going to meet on March 5 and 6 to review 
some of the proposals which have been coming in. 

Mr. Wier. Will you define what you mean by proposals? 

Mr. Hau. This law calls for research and experimentation in the 
use of media for educational purposes, and the law also sets up an 
advisory committee, non-Office of Education people, with the excep- 
tion of the Commissioner, who will review the kind of research and 
experimentation which these schools, colleges, agencies, and so forth 
want to do and on that basis attempt to allot the funds, on the basis 
of the criteria for research and experimentation, and so a proposal, 
therefore, would be an application for assistance on a certain research 
undertaking of one type or another bearing on the law itself. 

We have a little less than 200 proposals to be reviewed this next 
time. This is far more than we had anticipated and it calls for far 
more money. We naturally will apply pretty rigid criteria, both in 
terms of educational significance of these proposals and the likelihood 
that the research within them will yield some information that will 
help us understand more fully the problem of education, educational 
media, and so forth. 

So I would say that of the two problems. we have encountered, one 
has to do with the fact that many of these people expected that we 
would be able to support and assist the installations, the facilities, and 
the buying of equipment, and so forth, and so many of the early 
proposals which came in did have in them requests for tremen- 
dous sums of money for installations and for this kind of thing. We 
have had to make this kind of adjustments because this law, accord- 
ing to its history, and we studied that pretty carefully, is not a direct 
assistance law and because simply the funds would not go very far 
if we attempted to put in installations. 

Mr. Wier. May I ask you, are your supplementing in a school 
system what some school districts may already have, or are you serv- 
ing those that have none at all in the first instance ? 

_ Mr. Hay. We are supporting the research aspects which, accord- 
ing to the Advisory Committee, would really yield some informa- 
tion that would be significant to education generally and to all the 
schools in America, regardless of whether it is in a program which is 
already in existence or whether it is a created program, so to speak. 
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That is, the major emphasis here is research and experimentation in 
the use of these media. 

Remember, the law calls for three things: Research in ways of train- 
ing teachers how to use these media, research on ways to adapt these 
media for more effective educational purposes, and research in terms 
of adapting subject matter so that it can be presented through these 
media in more effective ways, so that we judge the proposals on the 
basis of their research merit and their likelihood of yielding informa- 
tion which really can be used by the States in promoting their own 

rograms and not on the basis of whether this is a promotional thing 
or the media itself, but rather, a promotion of effective education 
through the study of these media and their bearing on education. 

Mr. Wier. Mr. Chairman, was it not the intent of the Congress that 
the legislation here would provide the means to go into this question 
of media where the school district was a distressed school district or 
unable to have the means to get this expensive equipment ? 

Does not the bill provide for supply of equipment where necessary! 

Mr. Exxiorr. No; I will say to the gentleman from Minnesota that 
in the study of this bill, we came to the conclusion that we needed very 
badly to develop information about the media itself and how to use 
it. We really were not far enough along or at least we thought we 
were not far enough along to be able to say just yet what can be best 
spent in a particular field, television or radio, and so on. 

Mr. Frevinecuuysen. I might add we did have under title II 
a proposal whereby some of this material might be made available in 
the remodeling of buildings, and so forth. 

Mr. Wrer. I just recall something to that effect. 

Mr. Exxiotr. Yes. My recollection is that we authorized $18 mil- 
lion over the period of 4 years for this research. Now you tell me that 
we have more projects for research than we have money for. I think 
that is good, because that means that we will be able to get very good 
projects. 

For fear my friend from Minnesota might misunderstand me, this 
is in a slightly different field from what we speak of as the equipment 
under title III. Money under title ITI can be used for the purchase of 
scientific equipment to include audio materials that have been de- 
veloped to date, They have proved their practicability. 

We are told, with regard to that phase of it, that 31 States have 
filed their State plans already and another 18 or 19 are in the process 
of discussion, and is it not reasonable to feel, Mr. Commissioner, that 
before many months have passed that money will be going into the 
providing of scientific equipment in schools that are ready for it? 

Mr. Derruick. Indeed it will. 

‘ Mr. Wier. Let me say to my friend, I did not mean to take the floor 
rom you. 

Mr. Flats, We are here to answer your questions and would be glad 
to do so if you would want some more information about the quantita- 
tive aspects of this. I would hasten to say I appreciate your refer- 
ence to the quality aspect of this, too, but if we are really going to help 
build a body of knowledge about education that will be effective, we 
have to be concerned with the quality in these proposals, and so forth 
and so on. 
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The proposals we have in hand now call for better than $20 million, 
even after we eliminate those items which we cannot pay for under this 
law. We have a half-million dollars for the first appropriation and 
a million and a half asked for in the supplement, but we have more 
than enough projects if we apply the stiffest criteria. 

The other day, just to try to find out what we are going to tell the 
advisory committee when they meet, in terms of these things, we esti- 
mated if the advisory committee applies the criteria very rigidly and 
therefore my eer only 25 percent of this total number of proposals 
we have in hand now, we will still have more approvable and ap- 
proved applications than we have money called for in the appropria- 
tion and asked for in the supplement, too, even at the first meeting 
of the committee, and that is shons where we stand on it. 

Mr. Exuiorr. Dr. Hall, in our investigation last year, I got the very 
definite impression that there is a great field for what you are doing, 
so much so, as a matter of fact, that right at the last we raised the 
amount of authorization so that that field could be worked through. 

Our committee visited various schools in the country that are mak- 
ing use of educational TV, both at the State level, at the school dis- 
trict, and at the county level up north of here in Hagerstown, Md. 
We came to the very definite conclusion that for the long pull a lot of 
money, and a lot of time, and a lot of effort could be saved by just 
what you are doing. I am glad to get this report that you do have 
numerous good projects awaiting our appropriation of the money to 
go forward with them. 

Mr. Derrutck. Mr. Chairman, in keeping with your enthusiasm 
for this program and convictions about it, we worked for a good many 
weeks in developing our advisory committee. We had, as I remember 
it, over 400 names nominated. We selected a committee of which we 
are very proud, the top people in the country in these various cate- 
gories, and not 1 single one out of the 12 declined to accept member- 
ship. Every single one accepted membership immediately, which I 
thought was a distinct compliment to this program. 

Mr. Fretincuursen. Mr. Chairman, I would like to suggest that 
we have a list of the committee incorporated into the record. 

Mr. Derruick. We would be very happy to do that, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Extiorr. Without objection, the names will be made a part of 
the record. 

(Material referred to follows:) 

The National Defense Education Act provides that the 12 appointees to the 
National Advisory Committee shall be named on the basis of the following 
classifications : 

1. Three to be individuals identified with the sciences, liberal arts, or modern 
foreign languages in institutions of higher education. 

2. Three to be actually engaged in teaching or supervising teaching in ele- 
mentary or secondary schools. 

3. Three to be of demonstrated ability in the utilization and adaptation of 
television, radio, motion pictures, and related media of communication for edu- 
cational purposes. 

4. Three to be representatives of the public who have demonstrated an inter- 
est in the problems of communication media. 

The appointments made by Commissioner Derthick on this basis are: 

First group: Glenn T. Seaborg, chancellor, University of California at Berke- 
ley, Calif.; the Very Reverend Robert J. Slavin, O.P., president of Providence 
College, in Providence, R.I.; and Howard Nostrand, executive officer, Depart- 
ment of Languages and Literature, University of Washington, Seattle, Wash. 
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Second group: Wanda Mitchell, television project, Evanston Township High 
School, Evanston, Ill.; Austin Meadows, State superintendent of education for 
Alabama, Montgomery, Ala.; and Elizabeth Golterman, director, Division of 
Audiovisual Education, St. Louis, Mo., public schools. 

Third group: Scott Fletcher, president, the fund for adult education, New 
York City; Richard B. Hull, director, radio and TV broadcasting, Ohio State 
University, Columbus, Ohio; and L. C. Larson, director, audiovisual center, 
Indiana University, Bloomington, Ind. 

Fourth group: Leland Hazard, Pittsburgh Plate Glass Co., Pittsburgh, Pa.; 
Ralph McGill, editor, the Atlanta Constitution, Atlanta, Ga.; and Clayton Brace, 
assistant to the president, Aladdin Broadcasting Corp., Denver, Colo, 

Mr. Derruick. May I say, Mr. Chairman, before these mutual 
friends that Mr. Wier brought in from Minnesota, lest they might 
leave, that I want to say to Mr. Wier that there is a word that rhymes 
with proselyte. It is called Mausolite action, and he is Dr. Peter 
Mausolite, who is the dean of MacAlester College in Minnesota. He 
has just come in to head, under Dr. Parker, the language institute 
program. I thought it would be interesting to our guests and to the 
Congressmen to know that. 

Mr. Wier. Is that the only one you have on your staff from 
Minnesota ? 

Mr. Derruick. No, indeed. We have a good many of them, but 
this is the latest addition from Minnesota. 

Mr. Wier. We have a lot of them. 

Mr. Derrnick. Yes. 

Mr. Exxiorr. I would like to say in that connection, that in our 
original investigations we got great inspiration and a fine body of 
knowledge about loan programs from the gentleman who testified 
from the University of Minnesota. We held hearings in Wisconsin 
right across the border and he came over and testified and gave us 
very, very helpful information about our loan program. 

Mr. Hatz. Chairman Elliott, I know you are trying to move along 
this afternoon. I would like to say something about the enthusiasm 
you mentioned and the opportunity this has been for bringing some 
of the people from the defense and the psychologies and educators 
together and really look at education in a more constructive way, but 
I would forego that pleasure by introducing Dr. Kennetli Norberg, 
who is here with us. I do think he should be recognized. He has 
been working mighty hard on this program. 

Mr. Exxiorr. I am glad you mentioned that. I would like to hear 
from Dr. Norberg myself. 

Mr. Norserc. ‘Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

I really don’t have much to add to Dr. Hall’s statement. He has 
covered the ground very thoroughly. 

I would like to emphasize the fact that the figures cited on the 
approximately 200 proposals that we have received thus far are based 
upon the second meeting of the advisory committee. We have an- 
other meeting of the advisory committee coming up in May with a 
deadline of April 1, and we anticipate that we will probably receive 
as many again as the present number of proposals, which means that 
before the year is out, the requests for support of research in this 
field could easily reach a figure somewhere in the neighborhood of 
$40 million. 
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The amount of money we have in hand with the current appropria- 
tion, plus the amount requested in the supplemental, would allow. us 
to support about 10 percent of the present applications. : 

We are very much concerned by that, because, as indicated, it 
allows us to exercise very rigorous judgment in the proposals that we 
do support. 

Mr. Exxiorr. I want to say to all of you that, first, I am very 
pleased with the report today. I want to congratulate you, Mr. Com- 
missioner, on the selection of your heads of divisions, branches and 
sections to administer this act. I think you have been most discrimi- 
nating and very fortunate to obtain the services of such able assistants. 

Secondly, I would like to recall something that you said to me 
the day the National Defense Education Act was passed. You said 
that you regarded the administration of this act as perhaps the great- 
est challenge to date of your career, and that you were going to do 
everything possible to administer this act in the spirit in which it 
was written and passed. I want to say that I think any deficiencies 
that are apparent up to this point are deficiencies of the money with 
which to implement it and I sincerely hope that the Congress will 
make available soon the moneys necessary for you to go forward. 

And having said that, if I may, there are several other general 
matters contained in the act that I would like to hear a little more 
discussion about, and I wonder if we might go over now until 10 
o'clock tomorrow morning, 

Mr. Derruick. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Exxiorr. Is that satisfactory ? 

Mr. Derruick. It will be very satisfactory. 

I do want to say this, Mr. Chairman, in view of your very en- 
couraging and indeed inspiring words about the results of the efforts 
of my colleagues in the office, that the spirit that you attributed to 
me, this very genuine spirit is reflected in each one of my colleagues, 
and I think that accounts for the encouraging progress we have made 
despite all the problems, and there are many. 

Mr. Exxiorr. Of course a lot of these problems, Dr. Derthick, once 
resolved, as you are doing now day to day and week by week, prob- 
ably will not give much trouble in the future, will they ? 

Mr. Dertruick, That is right. I think you are exactly right, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Mr. Exxiorr. And we will be able to move forward at an accelerated 
pace when money is available. 

Mr. Derruick. Yes, Indeed. 

_ Mr. Wier. I am just wondering the position Mr. Derthick will be 
in when we get through with the needs for this program and then 
we call Mr. Derthick again on the $500 million 5-year program of 
construction. 

Mr. Exxiorr, Without objection, we will place in the report at 
this point this table summary indicating the status of appropria- 
tions under all titles of the National Defense Education Act for fiscal 
year 1959 and 1960. 

(Material referred to follows :) 
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Mr. Ex.iorr. The committee will stand adjourned until 10 o’clock 
tomorrow. 

(Thereupon, at 4:40 p.m., the committee recessed, to reconvene at 
10 a.m. Friday, February 20, 1959.) 
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NATIONAL DEFENSE EDUCATION ACT 


FRIDAY, FEBRUARY 20, 1959 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON GENERAL EpucATION AND 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON SpeciaL EpucaTIoN OF THE 
CoMMITTEE ON EpucaTION AND Lazor, 
Washington, D.C. 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to recess, at 10 a.m., in room 429 
Old House Office Building, Hon. Cleveland M. Bailey (chairman o 
the Subcommittee on General Education) presiding. 

Present: Subcommittee on General Education: Representatives 
Bailey (chairman of the subcommittee), Thompson, Brademas, and 
Kearns; Subcommittee on Special Education: Representatives El- 
liott (chairman of the subcommittee), Green, Daniels, and Giaimo. 

Also present : Representatives Wier and Griffin. 

Staff members present: Russell C. Derrickson, investigator; Mel- 
vin W. Sneed, minority clerk; Robert E. McCord, clerk, Subcommittee 
on General Education; and Mary P. Allen, clerk, Subcommittee on 
Special Education. 

Mr. Battery. The subcommittee will be in order. 

The Chair is at a loss at the present time to know just what part of 
the legislation you were able to clear yesterday and what titles of the 
National Defense Education Act remain unconsidered. 


STATEMENT OF LAWRENCE G. DERTHICK, COMMISSIONER OF 
EDUCATION; ACCOMPANIED BY RALPH C. M. FLYNT, ASSISTANT 
COMMISSIONER; AND DIVISION OF STATISTICS AND RESEARCH 
SERVICES: DR. ROY M. HALL, DR. KENNETH D. NORBERG; DIVI- 
SION OF HIGHER EDUCATION: DR. LLOYD E. BLAUCH, DR. HOMER 
D. BABBIDGE, JR., DR. RALPH C. BEDELL, PETER P. MUIRHEAD, 
DR. J. P. ELDER, DR. WILLIAM R. PARKER; DIVISION OF STATE 
AND LOCAL SCHOOL SYSTEMS: DR. E, GLENN FEATHERSTON, DR. 
JOHN R. LUDINGTON, DR. HERBERG A. SMITH, LLOYD W. KING, 
DR. FRANK WELLMAN, DR. GEORGE C. DECKER; DIVISION OF 
VOCATIONAL EDUCATION; JAMES H. PEARSON, ASSISTANT COM- 
MISSIONER, DR. JAMES E. GIBBS, JR., STATE SCHOOL SYSTEMS 
CHIEF IN CHARGE OF THE STATE STATISTICAL IMPROVEMENTS; 
ALLAN LICHTENBERGER, STANLEY SMITH, PAUL REASON, 
JACK HUGHES 


Mr. Derruick. Mr. Chairman, we finished getting through title VII 
yesterday and we have yet to discuss titles VIII and X, with the re- 
sponsibility for title [X being assigned to the National Science Foun- 
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Soon, so VIII and X would be the titles that we didn’t finish yes- 
terday. 

Mr. Baty. Yesterday while presiding, I omitted title III. Did 
you take that up? 

Mr. Derruicxk. Yes, sir, 

However, Mr. Chairman, we certainly would be pleased to try to 
answer any questions on any of the titles. Maybe some members of 
the committee have thought of other questions and we are here to 
serve the needs of this committee and we will be glad to talk about 
any of them. 

Mr. Battzy. I would suggest that we wait until we have disposed 
of these two remaining titles and then, if we have time, we will have 
a general discussion. 

Who is in charge of the title we are proposing to take up ? 

Mr. Derruick. Mr. Pearson is in charge, the Assistant Commis- 
sioner for Vocational Education, and I might say, Mr. Chairman, we 
are of course proud of these people who have been interested and 
coming in and helping us for a year or more. 

I want to remind the committee, however, of the regular members 
of the Office staff, the backbone of the Office. The committee got 
acquainted with these people last year and we of course will rely on 
them to carry the burdens on a continuing basis. 

It may be that the committee did not understand, but Dr. Bab- 
bidge, who heads the Financial Aids Branch in the Division of 
Higher Education, is not a person on a leave of absence. He served 
as special assistant to Commissioner Brownell before he went back 
to Yale for a little while and then to Secretary Folsom, and he be- 
longs to us, as do most of these other people. But we are proud 
of our stars from the outside. 

Mr. Pearson of course has been with the Office a great many years 
as Assistant Commissioner. 

The technique we fell into yesterday, which seemed to please the 
committee, was to have the officer immediately in charge of the ad- 
ministration of a title give a few minutes overview, and then have 
the questions. 

Mr. Battery. The committee will hear Mr. Pearson at. this time. 

Mr. Pearson. Mr. Chairman, I appreciate very much the oppor- 
tunity to come to the committee and make a brief report on what we 
have done on title VIII. As you know, this title VIII authorizes 
appropriation of $15 million. Al 

For this year, we have an approprition of $3,750,000. One of 
the conditions for a State to participate in this appropriation is that 
it shall amend its State plans of vocational education. The States 
all have the regular State plans for vocational education and this 
law provides that uy shall be a new part of the State plan, which 
is an amendment to the lengthy State plan to provide for this title, 
area vocational schools. 

Mr. Barrer. Let me interrupt at this point. 

What you are telling the committee is that there was already legis- 
lation having to do with vocational education ? 

Mr. Pearson. Since 1917; yes, sir. 

Mr. Battery. This is just an increased service in the field of voca- 
tional education, is that right? 
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Mr. Pearson. Yes, sir. It identifies a particular area where the 
funds are earmarked for area vocational programs. Therefore, we 
had this administrative setup in the Office and in the States for area 
vocational programs. 

As of today, 43 States have submitted amendments to the State 
plans to provide this new part. We have made payments to 41 States. 


This payment that we have already made to the 41 States is half of 


the amount that they would receive for the year. 

The Commissioner periodically makes these payments and later we 
will send the States the other part of their authorization. 

Since September, when the bill was approved, we started to work 
with the States on helping them develop a program. One of the 
first things we did was to get out a regulation for the administration 
of the title, This was a regulation that would be a guide to them and 
a guide tous. That was supplemented then by another document only 
about this size to assist. 

The States started in then to make surveys and review materials 
that they had on the need for technicians in the respective States. 

I want to call your attention to one that I picked up the day before 
yesterday, and this is the “Wisconsin Manpower Outlook,” a very 
very thorough document, and it brings in materials on the need for 
technicians in Wisconsin. There also is another one that is a very 
fine document, “Twin Cities Techniques.” This was prepared in the 
State of Michigan. 

We have another document that is being used a great deal, the 
“Study of the Need for Technician Institutes” on Connecticut. 

We do know that studies of this kind are going on from California 


to Connecticut and this is becoming a basis for the States to develop 

the program for the training of technicians. We feel that very satis- 

factory progress has been made. By the end of the year we feel 

that with two exceptions perhaps, Guam and Virgin Islands, we will 

have State plan amendments and the States will be operatin _ 
t 


grams. We know that there are courses in operation now an 
are additional courses opening up right along. 

That is our report of progress, where we are today. We feel that 
this is a very challenging, new thing in vocational education. It has 
great possibilities. 

We did have a meeting in January where we called together people 
from the Armed Forces and from the industries to review this title 
for the reason that we needed to work with those people in helping 
develop this program for the training of technicians as was provided 
in this title. 

I think, Dr. Derthick, that is as far as I need to go. I am open to 
questions. 

Mr. Derruick. Mr. Pearson, may I suggest, and I am sure the 
committee would be interested in knowing the number of plans that 
have been approved and the amount of money that has already been 
allocated and sent out. 

Mr. Pearson. Forty-three plans have been approved. We made 
payments to 41 States in the amount of $1,575,000. 

Mr. Derruick. Which is of course a very fine record. Yet we did 
have the advantage under this title of having the machinery pretty 
Well set up in advance. 
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Mr. Barry. One question occurs to the Chair. 

To what extent have you been able to develop a vocational program 
in the field of industry? Is it not largely in the field of agriculture 
at the present time ? 

Mr. Pearson. I wouldn’t say largely in the field of agriculture, 
We have vocational agriculture in about 10,000 public secondary 
schools with an enrollment of close to a million people. We have a 
program in trade industrial education in some 3,500 centers with almost 
the same enrollment. We have in home economics a program in some 
12,000 public secondary schools, with an enrollment of about a million 
and a quarter, so we have had the program in agriculture, home eco- 
nomics, trades and industry, distributive occupations, and in fact 
practical nurse education, title VIII earmarks money for the training 
of highly skilled technicians without the usual categories that I just 
mentioned. 

Mr. Battey. And these technicians serve as advisors to the teachers? 

Mr. Pearson. No; these are the trained technicians who go into our 
industries to work as technicians, For example, one of the most pop- 
ular courses we have now is a course in electronics. We are having 
courses in electronics and these people go into the defense industries, 
military establishments, working in that field. We have people in 
instrumentation where these people will be trained to go in and oper- 
ate and service the instruments that are needed in our industries today. 

Mr. Kearns. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Battery. Mr. Kearns. 

Mr. Kearns. Along that point, how are you doing in having the 
certification of the State to qualify these fellows? 

Mr. Pearson. We feel, Mr. Congressman, that the State must set 
up its own standards for the qualifications of instructors. 

Mr. Kearns. How dothey vary? Arethey wide? 

Mr. Pearson. No; most of all would be people who would be grad- 
uates of our colleges. Many of them, if they go into electronics, 
would be graduate people that had considerable science and mathe- 
matics, and also had some experience working in industry as a tech- 
nician. 

Mr. Kearns. Do you still take people from industry that you re- 
orient at the same time into this? 

Mr. Pearson. Oh, yes. They will draw a great deal of the personnel 
for instructors from industry and then train them to be teachers. 

Mr. Derruick. Mr. Chairman, I would like to say that my interest 
and appreciation for this title grows all the time. I think that it is 
going .o put vocational education in a new posture in this country. It 
is going to elevate it. I know a leader in home economics education, 
vocational education, said to me a few days ago, “How can this title 
help us, home economics ?” 

I said, “Let me imagine myself back in the local school superinten- 
dency and here is our vocational high school and we have vocational 
home economics in that high school.” This title, I say, is going to put 
vocational education in a new posture. It is going to train people at 
a much higher level than they have been trained before, above the level 
of the skilled craftsman and just below, shall we say, the engineer, 
ane x is going to bring in a new group of people to the vocational 
schools. 
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Whenever a family is elevated in prestige, that prestige spills over 
on all members of the family; and I think probably home economics 
and all fields of vocational educ ation are going to ‘profit. 

I was interested the other day in getting some figures about the 
number of technically trained people we have in this country in rela- 
tion to the number of engineers and it was something like this: That 
maybe we didn’t have one technician to go around for the number of 
engineers, but we needed quite a number of technicians for each engi- 
neer; and if we had it, it would spread the number of engineers in 
effect that we have, because one engineer could do the work of several 
engineers if we had enough trained technicians. 

Mr. Exuiorr. The Russians have about 10. 

Mr. Derruicx. Yes. That is an impressive figure and I think, 
though I am not sure, we have less than one per engineer. 

Do you remember, Mr. Pearson 

Mr: Pearson. I have forgotten what it is, Dr. Derthick. 

Mr. Derruicx. I think the committee wedi be interested, and I 
know it was quite exciting to me to have this title and putting voca- 
tional education in a new and finer posture in this country. JI was 
interested in that conference that was held out in one of the Mid- 
western States in which the State department of education, division 
of vocational education, and industry had a conference to take stock 
of the number of electronic technicians that were needed; and for 
that one State, as I remember, they figured that in the next 3 or 4 
years they would need 4,000 of these people trained. 

Just think of the opportunities for young people to train themselves 
to operate at a higher level and think of the advantage to this country 
to have those people. I thought that was tremendously impressive. 

Do you remember anything else about that ? 

Mr. Pearson. No. I was just checking on this Wisconsin survey 
and I believe they need, according to this survey, some 1,650 new 
technicians in the Milwaukee area in the next 5 years, so it gives you 
some idea of the great demand for people with this type of training. 

I think you ought to understand that this is operated so that there 
is a program for di ay school students, and many of those programs 
will be at the 13th and 14th grade level, and also there are extension 
courses operated now for a craftsman who wants to dev velop enough 
ability to work as a technician, so it is two things. It is upgrading 
your workers from this level to this level and also bringing on a new 
supply of young men with 2 or 3 years’ training at the day-school 
level, a full-time program. 

Mr. Batter. Mr. Elliott. 

Mr. Exxiorr. Mr. Pearson, are you utilizing also to some extent 
what we commonly call the trade schools in the areas where this pro- 
gram is in effect ? 

Mr. Pearson. I am glad you asked that question because I just got 
a little report from your State, and down at your trade school they 
already have a course in electronics. 

Mr. Exrorr. Is that at Decatur? 

Mr. Pearson. Yes. 

Then they also are working and have work at Mobile, Tuscaloosa, 
Decatur, and Birmingham. Remember that these States just got 
underway about the first of the year, but there are those centers alr eady 
operating. 
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Mr. Exxiorr. This Decatur school has, the superintendent told me 
last fall, hundreds of calls from the Redstone Arsenal, which is just 
across the way a few miles, for highly trained people to work in our 
missile program. He told me that there was no end to the opportunity 
for service that his school had in this field of training people for the 
highly skilled positions at the arsenal alone. 

Tam glad to see that that school is already underway with a program. 

Mr. Pearson. I had a long-distance call from the State director in 
Florida yesterday and he said that they were opening up a program 
now with a request at the Cape Canaveral area, West Palm Beach, 
and St. Petersburg. He said as they are getting an idea of what this 
program is designed to do, he is getting calls almost every day, “Can 
we do something in this school, and this school, and this school.” 

In Kentucky, for example, they told me they were going to have 
some courses in the 13 area vocational schools in Kentucky. They 
already were getting set to go and develop programs there. They 
have the machinery and they have the facilities. It is now getting their 
courses operating. 

Mr. Exuiorr. Mr. Pearson, I want to congratulate you for getting 
this program started so early and getting into operation on such a 
widespread scale and over such a widespread area as your testimony 
indicates. Of course, I am not surprised, because I have had an op- 
portunity through the years to observe how efliciently the vocational 
education people operate in the State of Alabama, and I am sure that 
that is true all over the country. 

You had the benefit, as Dr. Derthick pointed out, of having an 
organization in being that was ready to go under the new program 
of the act. But in a great many of the other fields, you have had to 
start from scratch, Dr. Derthick, and develop your program. 

Mr. Derruicx. That is right. 

Mr. Battery. At this time the Chair would like to inquire of Dr. 
Derthick what are you anticipating in this category in the way of 
requests for appropriations for fiscal 1959 and 1960? 

Mr. Derruicx. For the supplemental ? 

Mr. Barry. First of all, let the committee get clear in their minds 
how much authorization the National Defense Education Act of last 
year carried for this particular category. 

Mr. Derruick. Fifteen million dollars. 

Mr. Battery. And you got how much ? 

Mr. Dertuick. We got $3,750,000. 

Mr. Battey. What are you asking for now? 

Mr. Derruicx. For the supplemental we are not asking for addi- 
tional funds. Despite our enthusiasm for this program and despite 
the good program that we have made, we cannot blanket the United 
States with it just immediately. It does take time, though we are 
encouraged, and our investigation revealed that this would be adequate 
for this fiscal year. 

Mr, Battxy. What are you asking for the coming budget? 

‘ Mr. Derruics. For the next fiscal year, we are asking for $7 mil- 
ion. 

Mr. Battzy. That is double the present appropriations ? 

Mr. Derruick. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Battey. Very well. Thank you very much. 
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Mr. Derruics. I think, Mr. Chairman, the committee might like 
to be reminded of this feature: The area nature of this school, which 
is going to make it possible for young people, and older people too, to 
be brought in from rural communities where they don’t have these op- 

ortunities to a central point in order to have the benefit of this train- 
ing. All of us have been concerned at the inadequacies of the offerings 
in the small school, the very, very small school of 50, 75, or 100 stu- 
dents in this country. 

Mr. Conant’s study, of course, revealed to him the weaknesses there. 
But this program is going to reach a lot of those young people by 
bringing them into the center and we think that is going to be a dis- 
tinct advantage. 

Mr. Battery. Might I inquire of Dr. Pearson if my State of West 
Virginia is Saiied among the 43 ¢ 

Mr. Pearson. Yes. I am sure that the State plan was approved 
sometime ago and that they received half of their money, have already 
received their payment. I would check that and if that isn’t correct, 
then I will send in a correction, but I am sure that they have their 

ylan in. 
Mr. Bariey. Are there any further comments? 

Are there any questions from any of the members on this category 
before we move on ? 

Mrs. Green. 

Mrs. GreEN. Commissioner, how long do you anticipate that it will 
take before this program gets fully underway ? 

Mr. Derruick. May I refer that to Mr. Pearson with all of his 
experience in introducing these programs. It is a little difficult to 
say. 

Mr. Pearson. To do the job that is to be done in training, the num- 
ber of technicians needed, I think it would be speculative to say. I 
do feel that this next year all the States will be operating in a very 
big way and will develop a program so intensive and extensive that 
they will need at least the amount of money that we are asking for, 
which would be the $7 million, and then I think you should be pre- 
pared, if I may say this, Dr. Derthick, that after we get a little survey 
of this year’s experience and our $7 million isn’t enough to do the job 
next year, we will be wanting to ask for a supplemental to give us the 
amount of money needed. 

Some of the States have already indicated that even the full au- 
thorization of $15 million will not give them the amount of money 
needed to develop the kind of a program they would like to have in 
their State. 

Mrs. Green. However, you have $7 million for the 1960 budget; is 
that right? 

Mr. Taben. Yes, ma’am. 

Mrs. Green. You do not feel that by that time it would require 
more money to satisfy the needs of the program ? 

Mr. Pearson. Oh, no, we certainly would not feel that $7 million 
would give the amount of money to stimulate the kind of a program 
that is needed. 

I have one State that has already told me that they would need a 
million dollars next year if they could get it to do the job next year— 
in one State alone. 
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Mrs. Green. I do not understand, then, why you are asking for 
only $7 million in 1960. as 

Mr. Derrnicx. May I say, Mrs. Green, that we are still in the same 
posture with this title as we are with the others, with a notice served 
and a blessing given to come back for a supplemental if this proves 
to be inadequate as our experience increases, because we do not have 
good, hard evidence right now, the kind of evidence we need, and 
maybe will have later on. 

Mrs. Green. One other question. 

Is there any coordination between the program set up under this 
act and the apprenticeship program ? 

Mr. Pearson. We have in our regulation a provision if a person is 
an apprentice seeking to be a highly skilled technician, then the voca- 
tional education people would provide the related instruction just the 
same as they would for an apprentice learning to be a bricklayer, or 
a carpenter, or electrician. We have that in our regulations, so that 
it can be done. We think it is taken care of, because there was men- 
tion of apprentice training in the act itself, so we think that that can 
effectively be done. 

Mr. Barry. Are there any further questions? 

Mr. Grirrin. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Batrey. Mr. Griffin. 

Mr. Grirrty. I wonder if Mr. Pearson would tell us something 
about the extent of State matching in this program. 

Mr. Pearson. Section 303 of the act says that for every dollar of 
Federal money that is used on this program, there must be a dollar 
of State or local money, or both, so it is a dollar-for-dollar match. 

Mr. Wier. Has that given you any trouble ? 

Mr. Pearson. It is always difficult when you have legislation as late 
as September for States to find matching money for the remainder of 
that year, because, remember, the schools have made up their budgets 
and the State legislatures have provided the appropriations, but there 
the States are using every conceivable means of getting the money to 
match this $3,750,000, and some of them have already gotten their 
matching money. 

In some States, I understand that money is made available out of 
some emergency fund or contingent fund and they are using every con- 
ceivable means to get over those extra dollars. 

Mr. Wier. That was going to be my next question. What success 
are you having or what percentage of requests do you have to turn 
down because of their inability or failure to match ? 

Mr. Pearson. We send this money to them on a formula and then 
they go out and find the matching money. We do not ask them. 

Mr. Wier. Can they find it? 

Mr. Pearson. They have so far. 

Mr. Wier. I thought Washington was the only place you could 
find money. 

Mr. Prarson. No, they have been able to get hold of some money 
and, remember, some of this money comes from the local communities 
and some from the States. 

I know one State superintendent of public instruction said they 
would be able to get over their money at the State level to match 
their Federal money that they would get, so they seem to be getting 
along very nicely. 
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Mr. Wier. That is encouraging. 

Mr. ne What kind of cooperation are you getting from in- 
dust 

Mr Pearson. I think the finest thing that we have is the meeting 
that we had in January where we explained what we were trying to 
do with this law with industry working with us a hundred percent. 
There are advisory committees at the State and local level, and we 
can sit down with the State and local people and take a look. If we 
need technicians, they will make themselves available as to the type 
of training they should have, review course materials, and they are 
cooperating in a very, very fine way on this program. That has been 
one of the ee wholesome things about the program today—the desire 
on the part of the consumer to be interested in this program, because 
they need the technicians and they want to work with us in every way 
to make this program effective. 

I think our advisory committees at the local level have always been 
very, very helpful in a program of this kind. 

Mr. Battery. I mentioned that because I noticed some time ago a 
report on the industries in West Virginia and most of their highly 
skilled people were brought into the State from other colleges. I was 
surprised to learn that less than 10 percent of the personnel came 
from our own State university and our State schools. It would look 
like there was a virgin field for a program of this kind in West Vir- 
ginia and that is why I asked if they had qualified. 

Mr. Wier. Mr. Chairman, vocational training is quite controver- 
sial in the committee here. It was in and out and back in. 

Do you handle the vocational training ? 

Mr. Pearson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wier. Is that in demand, or is it something to keep a unit in 
existence? We debated that here quite extensively. 

Mr. Pearson. Is there a continued demand for vocational educa- 
tion ? ' 

Mr. Wier. Yes. 

Mr. Pearson. Yes, sir. I have been in the work since the begin- 
ning almost, since 1917, and for good effective programs I think there 
is greater demand and need than there has been at any time since I 
have been in it. 

Mr. Wier. Did you say you have been in vocational training? 

Mr. Pearson. Yes. 

Mr. Wier. Then I would expect an affirmative answer. 

Mr. Prarson. I should tell in front of Dr. Derthick that I started 
out, though, teaching Latin, and math, and the general subjects, 
and finally saw what I though was a great opportunity for educa- 
tional service and moved over from that into vocational education, 
so once in a while he will say that “I have on that staff a person who 
started in general education and moved into vocational education.” 

Mr. Wier. Then, Mr. Chairman, as long as I pressed that point, we 
had another debatable subject in education, the humanities. That 
was kicked around a little bit in this committee in the passing of this 
bill. Is the demand great for that in your office? 

Mr. Derruickx. We regard the humanities, of course, as basic and 
fundamental and should be stressed in all ways and at all times. We 
have staff members both in higher education and the State and local 
school systems that service those areas, We publish many reports 
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in those fields. We seek to promote the humanities in every way 
possible, of course. 

Mr. Wier. Would it be your feeling at this time that it has a proper 
place in this bill? 

Mr. Derruicx. Well, of course this bill was the National Defense 
Education Act and we were trying to strengthen education at critical 
points, and we hope that the stimulation that this bill would give the 
fields where it applies would carry over and stimulate State and 
local effort in these other fields. 

For example, education does not advance on an even front. If I 
am a local superintendent of schools and I have an opportunity 
to advance one department in my school system and the time is ripe, 
I will do everything I can to promote that department, because I 
know that if one head sticks up a little bit, then you have pressure 
every day and every night to get the rest of it up. 

I know in the early days the salaries of vocational teachers were 
higher than other teachers and some teachers felt kind of bad about 
that and they had reason to be concerned, but I used that day in and 
day out to get the other teachers’ salaries up until finally we equal- 
ized all salaries. So I say education does not advance on an even 
front and every bit of progress we can make in one area exerts pres- 
sure to elevate the other areas. 

Mr. Wier. If I remember it correctly, a spokesman for your depart- 
ment at that time in my opinion was rather ready to sacrifice the 
humanities for some other program. 

Mr. Derruick. I would be certainly personally distressed to see any 
basic program neglected. Certainly we wouldn’t want to reflect that 
attitude at all. 

Mr. Wier. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Battery. Are there any other questions? 

Mr. Brademas. 

Mr. Brapemas. Mr. Chairman, the State from which I come, Indi- 
ana, has, I know, and a lot of us know, turned its back on a number 
of these programs providing Federal assistance, and I would like to 
ask Mr. Pearson if on this particular title we are discussing the State 
of Indiana has made any application for funds at all. I donot know 
and I wonder if you can tell me. 

Mr. Pearson. I am sorry that I didn’t rice | my list of approved 
State plans along, but I think that Indiana’s plan has been approved 
and that they are planning to participate in this program, and again 
I would like to have an opportunity to correct the record if that isn’t 
so, but I think that Indiana has. : 

Mr. Dertruick. Mr. Chairman, may I remind myself, while Indiana 
in some respects hasn’t been enthusiastic in all quarters about Federal 
aid, I am not aware of any Federal program in education that they 
have failed to accept and utilize except the library program. 

May I correct that? They haven’t taken advantage of the rural 
library program. 

Mr. Suabenta Yes. I think there may be more. I remember 
when this act was passed. You may remember back on, I think it was 
the 13th of August, if I am not mistaken, the former Senator from 
Indiana, Mr. Jenner, said on the floor of the Senate that “I shall see 

that not one dollar of the money passed in this act goes to the State of 
Indiana,” or words to that effect, and I think the Governor of our 
State echoed his sentiments. We may have backed ground somewhat, 
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and I was wondering in general and, as a matter of fact, I would like to 
know, to what extent the State of Indiana has taken part in this 
program. 

' Mrs. Green. Would the gentleman yield ? 

Mr. Brapemas. Yes. 

Mrs. Green. I thought it was not just a statement, but there was 
actually a motion made on the floor of the Senate and was passed by 
the Senate by a voice vote, that Indiana should not receive any money. 

Mr. Brapemas. That is correct. 

Mr. Dertuick. Mr. Chairman, I think that our friends in Indiana 
have had a change of heart because we have sent $48,870.50 to Indiana 
already on this new title VIII, and I will correct the figure, if I may, 
if 1 am mistaken, but I don’t believe Indiana is failing to participate 
except the rural library program. Also, Indiana has expressed inter- 
est in title VIT and Indiana has also submitted final plans for titles III 
and VIII so far, and I am sure that. they are working on the other 

lans. 

: Dr. Ludington, may ask you? 

We feel a very strong sense of partnership with Indiana in this busi- 
ness of Federal aid to education. 

Mr. Luprneron. Indiana is my native State. We have approved 
both plans for titles III and V. 

Mr. Brapemas. I am glad to hear that. 

Mr. Batxy. If the Commissioner would permit, I would like to 
request that Dr. Pearson submit for inclusion in the record of the 
hearing a list of the 43 States that have applied and the number that 
have been approved. 

Mr. Pearson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Battey. And the amount of money that has been allotted. 

If there is no objection, we will have that included in the record. 

(Material referred to follows :) 


States having approved plans as of Feb. 19, 1959, and amount certified for 1st 
payment 1 


Alabama 
Arizona ____ 
California . Montana 
Colorado ‘ Nebraska 
Connecticut 
Delaware 

District of Columbia , 
Florida : Ohio 
Georgia i Oklahoma- 
Hawaii 














Pennsylvania 
Puerto Rico_ 
South Carolina 
Tennessee 
Texas 








58, 294. 00 
Louisiana 87, 096. 00 
MaIG jie! a debian de 11, 5382. 00 | Washington 
Maryland ’ West Virginia’ 
Massachusetts : Wisconsin 
Michigan : Wyoming 
Minnesota 


1 This is % of the authorization for fiscal year 1959. 
* Payments will be made to these States very soon. 


Notr.—Plans have also been submitted by the following States: New Mexico, North 
Dakota, South Dakota. 
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Mr. Derrick. May I also observe that we are real proud of the 
fact—I believe I am correct—that Indiana is one of the first nine 
States in the Union to have its plan for title III approved. 

Mr. Brapemas. I am glad we are first in something. 

Mr. Kearns. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Bainter. Mr. Kearns. 

Mr. Kearns. I think it is very important that we recall that Mr, 
Barden, the chairman of the full committee, is highly insistent on 
this canes and we in the House knocked it out when we had the 
legislation here, and everybody has taken the bows this morning, but 
if it had not been for the good judge when we were in conference 
over there, we would not have had this phase of the bill in operation 
today. Ihavealways been a strong proponent of it. 

I think we are 15 years too late in our approach that we are making 
now, because I think we have built up too many academic mon- 
strosities and have forgotton the straight skills that we should develop 
through our vocational program. I am in favor of this program 
marching ahead real strongly, and I am glad that you have the idea 
that you want to continue it with a good march of progress, and I am 
happy to have it in. It was much better to give up the scholarship 
phase of this act when we were in conference to keep this act, because 
this provision means something. 

Mr. Derruickx. Mr. Chairman, Congressman Kearns makes me 
think of a prayer of an oldtime preacher down in my country. He 
used to offer this prayer regularly. He would say: “Oh, Lord, prop us 
up on our leaning sides.” 

- 1% need to keep in balance in humanities and in all these other 
elds. 

Mr. Battry. Are there any further questions? If not, we will go 
on to the remaining title. 

Mr. Derruicx. Mr. Chairman, I wonder if this would be a good 
opportunity for me to remind us that yesterday morning we spent 
practically all of the time on title II, there having been those issues 
and problems that developed in that title, and I had the feeling maybe 
that we didn’t get an opportunity to call attention to the great progress 
that we have made there and the positive side of the picture. We very 

roperly were dealing with the negative side, so I asked Mr. Muirhead 
if he would in just about 3 minutes summarize some highlights of 
positive results in that title, and I ask if you would permit us to have 
Mr. Muirhead read that little statement about 3 minutes long and 
put it in the record at the point where we are giving our testimony. 

Mr. Exssorr. Mr. Chairman, I want to join the Commissioner in 
that request, but I want to delete his limitation of 3 minutes. I think 
this loan program is so important that he ought to have as much time 
as he needs to summarize it. 

Mr. Battzy. The Chair will consent to the gentleman offering his 
statement, but I do not believe, until we have completed the other title 
of the bill, I will allow the committee to indulge in an extensive dis- 
cussion of Mr. Muirhead’s comments. We will be glad to have them, 
but when he has concluded that, I think, we should go ahead with the 
other title. 

Mr. Grirrin. Mr. Chairman, we only have title X left, miscellaneous 
provisions. I wonder if we couldn’t quickly finish that. 
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Mr. Battxy. That is what I thought; we would have a general dis- 
cussion after we dispose of the remaining title. 

Mr. Derruicx. That would be a very good way of doing it. 

Mr. Battry. Maybe there will be some time for discussion on the 
part of the committee members. 

Mr. Derruicx. Yes, sir; I think that would be a very good way of 
handling it. I just wanted to be sure and not overlook it. 

Mr. Batiry. Before we proceed, I would like to say I was absent 
yesterday during the discussion of the title in the field of language 
development. 

Mr. Derruicx. Dr. Parker is in charge of that, but Dr. Babbidge 
has overall supervision and would be in a position to answer questions 
at your pleasure. 

Mr. Battny. Some 2 or 3 weeks ago I was contacted by letter by 
Marshall College in my State who applied for the setting up of a 
language center. About 10 days ago I learned that our State univer- 
sity had also made application. It sort of put me on the spot so I 
wrote each a letter saying that I would have to be neutral, but I 
wanted to make sure that one of the two colleges got it. 

Mr. Derruick. I think we can see just one more of many reasons 
why our chairman has been able to serve this committee for such a 
long time. 

Mr. Battery. We need so many things over in West Virginia, you 
know. 

Mr. Derruick. Did you wish us to discuss that matter now? 

Mr. Batiey. No; let’s go on to title X. 

Mr. Dertruick. Then, Mr. Chairman and members of the commit- 
tee, we have in charge and administering title X Dr. James E. Gibbs, 
who is chief of the State school systems, and may we have then 
Dr. Gibbs give an overall view of this title and then we will be ready 
for your questions. 

Dr. Gibbs. 

Mr. Gress. Mr. Chairman, as you know, title X in section 1003 
provides on a matching basis up to $50,000 per year to assist the 
State educational agencies to improve their statistical services. In 
our operations thus far 24 State plans have been submitted. Twelve 
of these have been approved, and approximately half of the other 12 
have been processed for approval, and approval will be going out 
right away. 

Four more States have submitted tentative plans and materials for 
suggestions. They have asked for suggestions before they submit in 
final form their State plans. 

Twenty additional States have indicated in one way or another 
that they intend to submit State plans. This leaves only six States 
that we are not sure about. One or two of them we are fairly con- 
fident will submit plans. In fact, as in the case of Indiana, we have 
understood that they are preparing a plan, but we haven’t had any 
direct information. Only the Canal Zone has indicated that it would 
not participate this year. 

We think this program is proceeding just about as rapidly as we 
could expect. The States have been very busy working on State 
plans. 'They need to, and they are giving a lot of thought and time 
to planning ahead with respect to submitting their State plans be- 
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cause if they do good planning, if they work out proposed programs 
that really will improve statistical services in their States, they will 
not only improve statistical services in their States, but they will 
contribute to improving statistical services in the Nation as a whole 
in the quality and timeliness about education at the national level. 

You might be interested in some of the types of activities that the 
States have undertaken, so if I may I will mention just a few of them, 
For example, we have reviewed 27 tentative plans to summarize what 
they are proposing to do, and 13 States are improving the organiza- 
tion of statistical services within the State agencies. Twenty-seven 
States are planning to add personnel. All of the States are planning 
to add personnel. 

All of the States of the 27 are planning some kind of improvement 
in their procedures or forms for data collecting and 22 States are 
making specific and definite arrangements for improving the analysis 
and the processing of educational information and data. 

Twenty States will prepare manuals for standardization of termin- 
ology, accounting, and reporting at the local level in their States, 
and, incidentally, I would like to mention the fact that this is being 
built on a program of developing a series of national handbooks in 
standard terminology which the Office of Education has had under 
way for several years now. That is a cooperative activity with the 
States; that is, representatives of the Office of Education and of the 
States themselves have met and worked on and developed and agreed 
on manuals, and to illustrate, three have already been completed. 
One is on educational terms and definitions. Another is on financial 
accounting and classification and so on. And a third is on property 
accounting. 

Another is being initiated on personnel accounting and still an- 
other is on the planning boards for program accounting. So that 
this really provides a fundamental basis for making improvements in 
the States in this area of standard terminology, and definitions, and 
educational measures. 

To go ahead, 12 State plans have increased the scope of the data 
collecting about education. They are collecting information in areas 
that they had not hitherto collected information, or very little in- 
formation. 

For example, one State that I happen to think of is for the first 
time collecting extensive information about elementary schools. 
This was a little bit of a surprise to me, but having just come from 
one of the States where a lot of information about elementary schools 
had been collected, this illustrates how the States are broadening the 
scope of the information that they are getting within their States. 

Twenty-one States propose to install mechanical equipment to 
speed up and expedite the processing and analysis of educational 
data. This in turn will make it possible, along with the increased 
personnel they are employing in the State departments, for them 
to. speed up the reporting of data to the national level, to the Office 
of Education and to other agencies at the national level which call 
on the States for information about the public schools, grades 1 
through 12 particularly. 

T Saas thee States are planning for in service training of statis- 
tical services personnel at the local level, employing people and mak- 
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ing arrangements for workshops and that sort of thing to help 
increase the know how of personnel in local school systems over the 
country or within these particular States in providing the informa- 
tion to the State level. ‘ 

Eight States are providing consulting assistance to assist the local 
units, not only in collecting data, but in processing and analyzing 
data, both at the local level and for reporting to the State level. 

Eleven States are planning in-service training for State agency 
statistical service personnel—that is, their own States—working out 
arrangements for workshops, bringing in consultants, and attempting 
to increase their know-how in this field. 

Ten States are planning improvements and arrangements for in- 
creasing availability of collecting data for processing and future 
reference so that the data they have is more accessible within their 
own agencies. 

Twenty-one States intend to improve methods, arrangements, and 
techniques for the dissemination of information about education, not 
only at the local level and at the State level, but also making this 
information again available at the national level. 

One other thing I believe I should mention is a few of the activities 
that we have been engaged in in getting this program underway. 

In addition to the development of the regulations and guides and 
the materials that will be useful to the States in developing their 
State plans, we have undertaken within our ability, within the re- 
sources of our staff, to provide consultative assistance. This has been 
very limited, but in the main it has been in terms of a series of regional 
conferences to meet with representatives of the State agencies, and 
to which all States were invited, to discuss possibilities with the States 
and to share experiences between one State and another and between 
the Office of Education and the States. In preparation for those, we 
held what we called a national conference in which we invited repre- 
sentatives of a number of the States, and some people of outstanding 
competency from some of the universities, and then some people from 
various branches of Government who sat with us and discussed these 
problems. And it was on the basis of these discussions and this advice 
that we carried on our discussions with the local unit. 

I would like to mention two people who are wroking directly with 
us who are here today, Mr. Allan Lichtenberger, who was formerly 
a director of the research and statistical services in the State depart- 
ment of education in Nebraska. 

Mr. Lichtenberger, would you stand up? 

And Dr. Stanley Smith, who was transferred from the regular sta- 
tistical services program in the Office of Education to assist us, is 
also here. 

Dr. George Tankard, who is not on this program but who has pro- 
vided valuable assistance along with Dr. Paul Reason, who is not 
here, is also in this program. 

I believe the allotment for this current year is $400,000. The sup- 
plemental being asked for is $600,000, if I am correctly informed. 
The request for next year is $1,500,000. 

We think that most of the States, as we reported, will come in this 
year, with the possible exception of five or six. We think probably 
all the States will come in next year except in one or two cases they 
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might not get money from their legislatures in time to come in next 
year. In one or two cases the legislatures don’t meet until nearly a 
year from now. 

Therefore, we think the program will be going in good fashion, 
We think it is already. We think it will be fairly well underway by 
the end of the year and that next year practically all of the States 
will be in operation, but it will probably be the year after next before 
we will be using the entire $50,000 per State. We think that we will 
use in most cases the entire $50,000 for each State. 

Mr. Exxiorr. Doctor, our thought about this title when we were 
reviewing the materials to go into this act was that it was pretty 
bad that there were no up-to-date statistics about education in America. 
Oftentimes the statistics furnished to a Member of Congress, to myself, 
for example, were so old as to be not of a great deal of value because 
they were sometimes 2 or 3 years old when we were able to get 
them. 

Agriculture has up-to-date statistics and I am glad of it. Many, 
many other fields of endeavor in America have statistics that are right 
up to date, and the thought was that this would enable similar sta- 
tistical information about education to be kept reasonably up to date 
in a central location in the United States where it would be available 
to all of its citizens. 

Do you think we are on the road to accomplishing that objective! 

Mr. Gress. I surely do. I feel that by the end of the 4 years that 
this act covers we will be well on our way toward this objective. I 
think the committee and the Congress thought well when you decided 
to start this thing at the State level, because until and unless the 
States have information that is worthwhile, then obviously it is im- 
possible to get it at the national level. 

We found a lot of interest in the States. We found that the States 
themselves have really been stimulated by this act to realize the im- 
portance of good educational information, and so there is a lot of 
enthusiasm. We found it everywhere and we feel that within the 
4 years we will have made very, very substantial progress, progress 
that we feel and hope will be satisfactory to the Congress. 
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(The statistical information referred to follows :) 


Status of State plans—Title X, Public Law 85-864 (February 18, 1959) 





Official Indica- 
Will not | Plan ap- plan /Tentative| tion that 
submit | proved | received, | plansub-| plan will 
not ap- mitted be sub- 
proved 
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. New Hampshire 
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. New York 
2. North Carolina 
3. North Dakota 
34. Ohio 
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7. Pennsylvania... 
38. Rhode Island 
. South Carolina 


. Vermont 

. Virginia 

3. Washington 

7. West Virginia 
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. Alaska 

. Hawaii 

. Puerto Rico 

. Virgin Islands 
Guam 
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Mr. Extiorr. Thank you. 

Mr. Kearns. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Battery. Yes. 

Mr. Kearns. Do you send a formula or procedure to the States? 

Mr. Grszss. For making State plans ? 

Mr. Kearns. Yes. 

Mr. Gress. Yes, we send out what is called a plan guide. It is 
only instructions, though, or suggestions. It is some of both. We 
have the Federal regulations which carry out the provisions of the 
act. Then we send out some materials and suggestions. Then we 
rely on conferences, both group and individual conferences, to make 
suggestions to the States. 

r. Kearns. Then, Commissioner, we want all this freedom of 
this study left with the States. There is no idea on your part to make 
a standard manual that every State has to follow? 

Mr. Derruick. Absolutely not. 

May I say, Mr. Kearns, that we are so strong on that point that 
these manuals that Dr. Gibbs referred to, which are essential, are 
done in cooperation with the great educational bodies and their 
leadership. They have asked us to be staff and to serve them, and 
they come in regularly and they do it together so when the manual 
comes out it is the creation of a State. 

Mr. Kearns. In other words, if New Mexico likes Pennsylvania’s 
better, they can adopt that ? 

Mr. Derruick. Absolutely. 

I might say, Mr. Chairman, that I don’t think any part of this act 
has excited those of us at the Office of Education more than this title, 
and I predict that it will have more far-reaching significance for 
education in the long run than any other part of the title, and I 
believe that this committee will feel the effects of it more than most 
any educational legislation that has been passed by the Congress, 
because it is going to mean that the States will be tooled up to fur- 
nish precise information speedily about education, information that 
is necessary for you to form sound judgments and for everybody else 
with responsibilities for education in this country to form sound 
judgments, and we are much encouraged with the eagerness with 
which the States are responding, not only because we like to see our 
responsibilities implemented, but because it is most encouraging that 
everybody all over the country realizes that great deficiency we have 
had in educational facts and information that are accurate and are 
up to date. We are very grateful to the committee for including this 
in the act. 

Mr. Wier. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Batter. Mr. Wier. 

Mr. Wier. I would like to ask the gentleman in front of me here 
a question. Yesterday I raised the question, and even in my own 
State Iam not clear. The presentations here continuously referred to 
the State and the mutual arrangements of these programs. 

Let’s take Indiana, which has been mentioned here. Whom do you 
deal with in the building up of these programs or the question of 
authorization for these programs in a State, my State or any other 
State? Is it the State administrator of education, or is it the uni- 
versity in the State, or is it the combination that forms a commission? 
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Mr. Gress. It is the State administrator, the State educational 
agency, and that is the person we deal with. We ascertain, and in 
fact it is a part of the material that comes in, a certification of who 
that person is, who is the educational agency within a State as defined 
in the act. 

Mr. Wier. Then I was perfectly correct last fall in answerin 
inquiries about this program that “for the information you seek i 
suggest you see the administrator of education, Mr. Schweickard, in 
the State capitol and he will give you the whole program,” and I had 
some letters about “How do you get these loans?” 

Mr. Gisss. They are other parts. This is title X. 

Mr. Derruick. The titles having to do with elementary and secon- 
dary education apply exclusively to the State departments of educa- 
tion and Dr. Schweickard and his State board would be the ones to 
administer those at the State level. 

Mr. Wier. On other parts of the program, where do you go? 

Mr. Derruick. For higher education, very largely it is the institu- 
tions. In other words, the State department of education makes a 
State plan for the administration of this title X on the gathering 
of statistics. The University of Minnesota in the same way would 
make an institutional plan and would administer that part of the title 
having to do with higher education. 

Mr. Wier. That is where I have had some confusion. 

Who is running this program in our State? The University of 
Minnesota, or the State administrator ¢ 

Mr. Derruick. If it is title II on student loans, the University of 
Minnesota would be running it for its own campus. Some other insti- 
tution in Minnesota would be running the program for its campus, 
but if it is title ITI, the math, science, and foreign language equipment 
or supervision, it is the State department of education. 

One easy way to remember it is those titles that affect elementary 
and secondary education are all administered by the State depart- 
ments of education. Those that touch higher education are at the 
institutional level. 

Mr. Wier. Then we have a commission in Minnesota under the 
leadership of a former senator of the State, Senator Anderson. He 
has formed a committee. Now, somebody has to go to the legislature 
to get support for the State’s participation in the way of funds. That 
is what kind of confused me. Who is going to promote the so-called 
need of action by the State legislature for funds to match this money ? 

Mr. Dertuick. It varies in different States, but as I remember it, 
your State institutions in Minnesota are related to the State Depart- 
ment of Education. Then Dr, Schweickard would also be involved 
with the money required on a matching basis or other basis by the 
higher institutions of education that are State institutions, State 
colleges, but you would have, I believe, in Minnesota a board of 
trustees or a governing board that is separate from the State Board 
of Education having to do with State colleges for the University of 
Minnesota, and then in Minnesota you would have private colleges 
who would have their private boards. 

Mr. Wier. Thank you. 
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Mrs. Green. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Battery. Mrs. Green. 

Mrs. Green. If I may get back to section 1001 and paragraph (f), 
and I was sorry I was not here for the discussion yesterday, I am sure 
that the intent of Congress was not to say that everybody who re- 
ceives any funds that are made available under the authority of the 
act shall take both a negative and the affirmative oath, but if this were 
interpreted technically, what would be your reaction, Commissioner, in 
requiring members of your Department to take the negative and the 
affirmative oath ? 

Mr. Derruick. I am reminded we take the oath anyway. 

Mrs. Green. The negative oath ? 

Mr. Derruick. You mean the disclaimer oath ? 

Mrs. GREEN. Yes. 

Mr. Derrick. Yes. 

Mrs. Green. You take both ? 

Mr. Derruick. Yes. 

Mrs. Green. Every member of the Department does? 

Mr. Derrick. Yes. 

Mrs. Green. Do you know of any other program in the Govern- 
ment where Federal funds are expended where people are required 
to take the negative oath ? 

Mr. Derruick. I am not familiar. Of course I know that one of 
the views of the institutions is, and those people who have the strong 
objection to this oath is, along the lines of your questioning, that 
other people in the population that benefit from Federal funds do 
not have to take the disclaimer oath or other oath, and they feel that 
it singles teachers and students out as a separate class of the popula- 
tion that are required to do this and reflects upon teachers and 
students as a class in the sense that it doesn’t make that requirement 
of other people in the population who benefit from Federal money. 

Mrs. Green. Exactly. One of the purposes of this act, or one of 
the accomplishments, was to recognize the need for more scholars, 
and then at the same time it seems to me, by requiring this oath, 
that we somehow infer that these people are less trustworthy than 
our other people in Government. 

In the veterans’ program is a veteran required to take the negative 
oath before he receives funds ? 

Mr. Derruicx. I am advised no, that he is not required. 

Mrs. Green. What about the farmers before they receive soil bank 
funds? 

Mr. Derruick. I am advised they are not required. 

Mrs. Green. What about National Institutes of Health? 

Mr. Derruick. I believe it is true in the case of the National In- 
stitutes of Health. 

Mrs. Green. In the fellowship program? 

Mr. Derruick. Yes. 

Mrs. Green. Is this the negative oath as well as the affirmative? 

Mr. Derruick. I am not sure on that point, Mrs. Green. 

Mrs. Green. Could you check on that? 

Mr. Derruicx. We certainly can check on it and report to you. 
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(Information referred to follows :) 


With respect to the regular fellowships awarded by the Public Health Service, 
the Surgeon General by regulation (42 CFR 61.9(e)) requires that “* * * no 
payments either for stipends, expenses, or other benefits shall be made to any 
individual receiving a regular fellowship unless such individual has subscribed 
to and filed with the Public Health Service a statement that he does not advocate, 
and is not a member of and does not support any organization that advocates or 
teaches, the overthrow of the United States Government by force or violence or 
by any illegal or unconstitutional methods, and, except when a alien owing 
allegiance to other than the United States, that he will bear true faith and 
allegiance to the United States of America and will support and defend the 
Constitution and laws of the United States against all its enemies, foreign and 
domestic.” 

An identical regulation (42 CFR 63.5(c)) pertains to recipients of regular 
traineeships awarded by the Public Health Service. 

With respect to fellowships and traineeships awarded by institutions of higher 
education in accordance with contracts between such institutions and the Public 
Health Service, there is no requirement that individuals benefited thereby sub- 
scribe to and file any statement regarding their loyalty. 

Mr. Derrick. May I say, Mrs. Green, in our testimony last sum- 
mer, we inserted a statement reviewing the various Federal programs 
which require various types of oaths. I don’t think I can recall it 
from memory, but it was submitted in our testimony. 

Mr. Extiorr. Is that in the hearings? 

Mr. Derruics. It is in the record of hearings of this committee. 

Mrs. Green. However, you do say that everybody in your Depart- 
ment is required to take oaths ? 

Mr. Derrrick. All Federal employees are required to take an oath 
of allegiance, a disclaimer oath. It is not precisely worded as this 
oath is, but it is similar in substance. We are all required to take 
that as a condition of employment. 

Mrs. Green. I know that Reed College in my own district has 
refused to participate in the program and refused to accept any funds 
as long as this oath is a requirement. Could you tell me how many 
other colleges or universities have taken similar action and have re- 
fused to participate as long as the oath is a requirement ? 

Mr. Derruick. Perhaps Dr. Babbidge can make a contribution to 
that point. 

Mr. Basser. Mrs. Green, it is not possible for us to know precisely 
how many institutions fail to apply for this reason. They would not 
feel, I think, any particular obligation to notify us as to their reasons 
for not applying, so that any report I give you would not necessarily 
be a complete one. 

To the best of my knowledge, we are aware of perhaps six institu- 
tions which have indicated to us in one way or another that the loyalty 
oath provision was a factor at least in their decision not to accept 
funds under the loan title. 

Mr. Derruick. Mrs. Green, in addition to the reasoning that you 
brought out, another reason that the institutions give us, or re- 
flecting that point of view at least, is they say, “We do not require 
such an oath in making our own loans from our own loan funds and 
inasmuch as we participate in this loan program in the amount of 10 
percent”, I believe, “we don’t feel that we want to impose the obliga- 
tion in the new program.” 

Mrs. Green. Could IT ask you, Commissioner, what you think this 
particular paragraph really contributes to the program? 

37376—59——11 
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Do you think it would actually catch a Communist? Do you think 
it would prevent him from anything ¢ 

Mr. Derruick. I might say that we are very conciously trying to 
carry out the law, of course, and we are taking particular pains to do 
it. Our point of view is that it will not uncover persons who them- 
selves ask to belong to organizations that believe or teach overthrow 
of the Government by force or violence. We feel that such persons 
would have no scruples about signing such an affidavit. 

Mr. Tuompson. Would the gentlewoman yield ? 

Mrs, GREEN. Yes. 

Mr. Tuompson. I would like to clarify a little bit the situation as 
of yesterday. I am afraid that the chairman and I do not know 
whether my collection—Mr. Lafore is not here—and Mr. Daniels un- 
derstood, but my bill, H.R. 284, has several purposes, the first of 
which is to create a title XI for national defense scholarships, a matter 
which was in the bill last year, but which was defeated on the floor 
of the House during the House’s deliberations under the Committee 
of the Whole House, and which was lamented, I understand, by Secre- 
tary Flemming, the loss of the scholarship feature. 

he bill would also do away with the preference for mathematics, 
science, and modern foreign languages. 

With respect to the loyalty oath section, H.R. 284 repeals subsec- 
tion (f) (1) of section 1001. In other words, it repeals the disclaimer, 
not the oath of allegiance. I recognize that there would be an argu- 
ment and that this type of a thing is subject to a person saying, “I 
have taken an oath since I was a Boy Scout and I bore my chest to 
enemy bullets,” as the chairman said. He is not alone. I do not 
know what I bared, whether it was my chest or what, but I was shot at. 

I have a very good friend who got a Purple Heart and he was not 
hit in the chest. I do not mean to be facetious about this, but I firmly 
believe in an affirmative oath of allegiance and I think that that will 
do it. 

Ever since I was a Boy Scout or younger I stood up in the classroom 
every day and said, “I pledge allegiance to the flag of the United 
States of America,” and so on, and since that time we have put God 
in it and that is good, too, but the purpose of this is to take the nega- 
tive aspect away from it. 

It seems to me if this were to relate only to professors, I would ex- 
clude it, but there would be constructed an argument based around 
the fact that the teacher is the one who is doing the teaching and the 
inculcating, if indeed there is any, but here a negative oath seems to 
me to take the whole area of thinking and to put a floor part way up 
from the bottom and a ceiling part way down from the top, and to say 
- ae student, “This is what you can think and this is what you cannot 
think. 

I do not think the disclaimer, the negative aspect of it, adds a single 
thing in the way of protection to the Nation and so on, and,. heaven 
knows, as long as we are talking about military service, I have done 
my share, 8 years of it. I do not think that the negative aspect of it 
gives one iota of protection that the affirmative aspect does not already 
give. 

I recognize that there are all sorts of arguments about this and some 
people say that the bleeding hearts are the ones that want. it out. I 
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feel as a lawyer that there is a presumption that each and every citizen 
of the United States is loyal and that he is entitled to that presump- 
tion. The affirmative thing does not violate that in my mind, but the 
negative thing does. 

If we are going to have disclaimers, let’s have everyone disclaimed, 
although I repeat my agreement with the Department’s position that 
anyone who belongs to an organization which advocates the over- 
throw of the Government by illegal means would not hesitate a bit 
to sign it. I do not think that a Communist, for instance, would 
hesitate to do it, but the application of this in its narrow sense would 
logically be taken to istade those who by legal means would advo- 
cate unpopular changes in the Constitution, so that the argument is 
not who is the most loyal and who exposed themselves much to de- 
fend the country. And, incidentally, I consider that a duty and a 
privilege. The argument is simply a matter of philosophy, and with 
respect to those who advocate it, I got the feeling a little bit yester- 
day that I was being put in sort of a special category, that by advo- 
cating the repeal of the negative aspect of this, I was not being con- 
sidered quite so loyal as someone else, and I do not look at it that 
way, nor do I consider someone who would argue in favor of the nega- 
tive aspect of it less loyal than I. I think that loyalty and patriotism 
has very little to do with it. 

However, I would like to emphasize again that the legislation which 
I have introduced would take the disclaimer out, and that I would 
leave the affirmative oath in and that I favor the affirmative oath, and 
I need protest no more my loyalty. 

Thank you, Mrs. Green. 

Mrs. Green. I thank the gentleman from New Jersey, and I would 
say also that I particularly object to the disclaimer of the negative part 
of the oath, but I have a bill in that would repeal all of this para- 
graph (f). 

I notice the gentleman from New Jersey said that if we are 
going to have a disclaimer for scholars, let’s have it for everyone. 

Would he feel also that if we are going to require a positive oath 
for scholars, we should also require it for veterans and for farm- 
ers who get Government payments, and publishers who get a tre- 
mendous subsidy from the Government, and others who receive pay- 
ments ? 

Mr. Tompson. What I was trying to indicate was that I do not 
believe in double standards. Frankly, I do not feel, with the system 
of justice that we have, that it is necessary for the American citizen, 
if I understand the law, to take even an affirmative oath. I think 
we are all presumed to be loyal citizens. 

If, however, it is going to be in there and it upsets people, if it 
would upset people because the affirmative oath is not there, then I 
would say let everyone take it. We all take it all the time anyway, 
as the chairman pointed out yesterday quite rightly, but we do not all 
take the negative oath. You and I do, but every beneficiary of the 
poioral Government in its programs, as you pointed out, does not 
ao it. 

Mrs. Green. Dr. Babbidge, you said that you thought six colleges 
had refused the funds and this was a factor. I wonder if you could 
bring that up to date and supply the names of the colleges and 
universities ? 
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Mr. Baxgsiper. I would be happy to do that. 
(Material referred to follows :) 


CoLLeces THAT Have Fitep FoRMAL STATEMENTS WITH THE OFFICE OF Epvuca- 
TION SayIne THatr Tuery Have Not ParRTIcipaTeD IN THE STUDENT Loan 
PROGRAM BECAUSE OF THEIR OBJECTION TO SecrIon 1001(f) OF THE NATIONAL 
DEFENSE EDUCATION AcT 


Reed College, Oregon 

Antioch College, Ohio 

Goucher, Maryland 

Wilmington College, Wilmington, Ohio 
Swarthmore, Pennsylvania 
Haverford College, Pennsylvania 
Bryn Mawr, Pennsylvania 

Mr. Tuompson. I think I can supply the ones that are up to date 
as of now that have announced that they are not interested. 

Mrs. Green. Mr. Daniels. 

Mr. Dantzts. I would like to say on this point that I feel that no 
harm can come from this provision remaining in the act as it was 
originally drawn for the reason that I respectfully disagree with 
those objectors who state that it is an invasion of their right of pri- 
vacy and interferes with their States rights as citizens. 

The position that I take, having children of my own who ure going 
to college, is that if my daughter, who is a senior in college at the 
present time and who is interested in elementary education, desires to 
pursue those activities and desires to go to schools of higher learning 
or to accept a scholarship from the U.S. Government, I feel it is only 
her duty as an American citizen to take such an oath. I would not 
like to see her or any other student getting the benefits of an educa- 
tion at the taxpayers’ expense and then going out to teach communism 
or the overthrow of our Government by force. 

If any students desire to sign an affidavit, and, as has been stated 
by the people who propose the repeal of this section, will sign the 
affidavit nevertheless and elibecotaty, then let them lie and then they 
are subject to prosecution. 

Mr. Tuompson. Does the gentleman feel that the affirmative oath is 
not enough ? 

Mr. Danrezs. Do we agree that you and I as Congressmen, when we 
first sought this office, signed an affidavit similar in effect to the pro- 
visions that are in this act ? 

Mr. Tuompson. I think that we do and I might say that I would 
be willing again to sign the affirmative cne, but 1f there had been any 
way for me to seek the office without taking the disclaimer, I would 
not have taken the disclaimer oath. 

Mr. Danrets. In order to be consistent in your position then, Mr. 
Thompson, I think that you ought to also draft legislation to do away 
with all these negative oaths, all this language, and I also would sug- 
gest too that you go a step further and or the title of this act 
which is known popularly as the National Defense Education Act of 
1958. Just merely call it an Education Act. 

Mr. Tromrson. My original preference, I might say to my friend 
in New Jersey, was that it be called National Education Act, and I 
think I said yesterday—I do not know whether the gentleman was 
here—that the defense aspect of it was in my opinion in the best sense 
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of the word a gimmick, that it was a way for us to get it through 
Congress. { 

However, I think that we are begging the question. The fact is 
that perhaps I should introduce legislation to do away with all dis- 
claimers and I appreciate that suggestion, I will give it some serious 
thought. 

Mr Danrets. It will be strongly resisted on the floor. 

Mr. THomrson. Of course, because I might say to the gentleman 
that this is susceptible to all sorts of arguments which are essentially 
emotional, I think. The gentleman says “What harm will it do?” I 
think it will do harm if 5 or 6 of our finest colleges and universities 
do not. participate and their students do not participate because of 
their conscientious objection to the disclaimer. 

Mrs. Green. I do not know whether you understand my colleague 
correctly in connecting the title “The National Defense Act” up with 
the loyalty oath. Is he saying that we would have more or less na- 
tional defense if we did have the disclaimer, or if we did not have it? 

Mr. Dantets. No, I feel in view of the position taken that to abol- 
ish or to repeal the disclaimer, you are getting away then from the 
pee or the intent of this act, which was for the national defense, 

Mrs. Green. You are saying that we have more national defense 
and it will not take any more if we require a disclaimer ¢ 

Mr. Dantens. Yes. 

Mr. Barmtzy. The Chair notes the time. We are agreed to hear Mr. 
Muirhead’s comments on title IT. 

rm mer ime you may proceed with your additional statement on 
title LI. 

Mr. Murrueap. Yes, Mr. Chairman. The statement is as follows: 
Lest our concern with the inadequacy of the first allocation of 
funds under this program, overshadows the truly amazing nation- 
wide acceptance of the program, I would like to record the following: 

That there are now more than 1,200 national defense student loan 
programs operating in the colleges and universities; that these pro- 
grams are now in operation in all the States and Territories; that the 
colleges now participating in the program enroll more than 2 million 
students, 80 percent of all the college students in this country; that in 
almost 500 colleges and universities there are now national defense 
student loan programs where no student loan program existed before 
the enactment of this legislation ; that the interest in this program, as 
evidenced by the number of colleges and universities planning to join 
the program at the earliest opportunity, promises to reach new heights 
in the years ahead; that, and I think this is the most dramatic of all, 
today, February 20, less than 6 months after the enactment of this 
legislation, thousands of needy students have received and are receiv- 
ing loans which enable them to continue with their education. 

To be sure, many of those loan program plantings need the nourish- 
ment and strength that only an additional appropriation can provide. 
Little else could be expected when the sateen tthe student loan needs 
were 10 times greater than the available funds. This we have good 
hope to have corrected when subsequent appropriations are provided. 
Likewise, the strength of this program will grow as the institutions 
and the Office of Education gain more experience in its administration. 

This we hope to cultivate with a series of workshops now scheduled 
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in all parts of the country during the next 2 months. However, the 
important, and I think perhaps the joyful fact, to be borne in mind is 
that the student loan concept so wisely embedded in the National De- 
fense Education Act by this committee has been embraced by the col- 
leges and universities of this country, so enthusiastically embraced, 
in fact, that we are embarrassed by the ardor of it. 

This, I submit, is at one and the same time a tribute to the vision 
of this committee and a great and hopeful promise to the educational 
aspirations of many thousands of able but needy students. 

Mr. Grirrin. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Batrey. Mr. Griffin. 

Mr. Grirrtn. I would like to just say a word of commendation to 
Dr. Muirhead and to the other people in connection with this title, 
because I have been very interested in it. One of the parts of it that 
I don’t think was touched on yesterday, or at least not while I was 
here, was the fact that there is a provision to make a loan to a college 
that wants to participate which doesn’t have the immediate funds 
available to put up the one-tenth necessary. 

I don’t know whether that was touched on yesterday or not, but to 
what extent does this mean anything? Is that being utilized at all, 
where the colleges actually borrow the money to make up its con- 
tribution ? 

Mr. Murrueap. Yes; that particular provision of the act has been 
utilized by about 185 colleges out of the approximately 1,200 that are 
participating. They have submitted requests for loans totaling al- 
most a half million dollars. We did not have during the initial appro- 
priation enough money to satisfy their requests for loans, but we do 
hope that the supplemental appropriation will provide that. 

Mr. Grirrtn. Dr. Muirhead, you heard me yesterday recite one in- 
stance that I happen to be familiar with where a college requested 
funds to meet its requests, and it turned out as the program developed 
that when the students realized that inquiries were going to be made 
concerning financial abilities and things of that sort, when it actuall 
got down to submitting a loan application to the student loan fund, 
there were not as many applications being made as they originally 
thought there might be. Ts this something that is quite general, or 
can you make any statement along that line? 

r. MurrHeaD. I am not at all sure that it is quite general, but you 
are quite correct in pointing out that no loans are made under this 
program unless the student demonstrates his need for that loan to 
continue his education. 

Mr. Grirrtn. As we have experienced with this program it may 
very well be that the requests do not necessarily represent the need. 

Mr. Mourrueap. It may very well be that the requests were over- 
estimated. I think again it is a tribute to the vision of this committee 
that they built into the act a provision for correcting such inequities if 
they do now exist. If an institution has an allocation made to it and 
they cannot make useful use of that, then when the subsequent alloca- 
tion is made to that institution, their balance on hand is taken into 
consideration. 

Mr. Grirrtn. One of the things that was written into this bill over 
in the Senate which I have a lot of misgivings about, and I realize 
that this is not shared by some of my other colleges, is the provision 
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that forgives a half of the loan if the person goes into teaching. I 
am very interested in teaching. 

My wife taught for 7 years and I graduated from a teachers’ col- 
lege, and I realize teachers are underpaid, but I have serious ques- 
tion in my mind as to the soundness of this particular provision if 
we want to have a good loan program. 

On the basis of the limited experience you have had so far you 
srobably wouldn’t want to comment on that or could give us much 
ight, but I want you to know that I am very interested in how this 
provision works and how it is going to affect the philosophy of the 
loan program as a loan program and what effect is it going to have 
on the morale of the other students; for example, the ones that go into 
nursing or other professions where there is a great need and salaries 
are low, but they have to pay all of their loan back, and I can see a 
lot of trouble down at the college level in administering this loan 
program with that provision in it. 

I want to follow it very closely. I would just like to have you 
know that. 

Mr. Battery. The Chair recognized Mr. Elliott. 

Mr. Exuiorr. I would like to make this comment, Dr. Muirhead. 
I have enjoyed very much what you had to say about the progress 
of this program, and I am going to venture the prediction myself 
that we haven’t yet seen anything like the interest that is going to 
be manifested in this program. 

I was riding up here on a bus from Alabama the other night and 
there happened to be sitting in front of me a college teacher. We 
fell to talking about this program. He had never heard of it. When 
he got back to his college a few days later he told his students about 
this loan program and wrote me a letter. He told me that they had 
never heard of it, and that they were interested, and that several of 
them were looking for the place to apply for the benefits of the 
program. 

I think when this program gets going it is going to be the greatest 
thing in the lifetime of any of us that has happened toward getting 
needy and worthy students through college. 

Mr. Derruicx. Mr. Chairman, in response to what Mr. Elliott has 
said, we have worked out a cooperative arrangement with the Post 
Offices Department, just as one of the measures we propose to take, 
whereby at a very minimum cost the Post Office Department will take 
care of all the expense. 

We will have a poster in every post office in the United States and 
also in every high school and higher institution of learning, but we 
are withholding action in that direction until we have some of these 
problems worked out and until we have a supplemental, because we 
don’t want to aggravate the sore points at this time. I want to say to 
the committee also that while our staff anticipated the problem of 
allotments to institutions and got a great deal of advice about it, and 
we are continuing to get advice, we feel that at this time we should 
not make changes or ask for changes, but that we do feel, as we said 
yesterday, that time, and money, and increased experience will resolve 
these problems. Still we would like the committee to know that we 
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are keeping openminded every day and that we are thinking of any 
possible thing that we —— do within the law to make adjustments, 

Weare going to seek advice from every possible quarter to be alert 
to ease this initial stage in the best possible way. 

Mr. Tuompson. Dr. Derthick, in connection with the money, is it 
my understanding that you have requested, and the budget had ap- 
oorenaceeien moneys to implement this act in all of its aspects 100 

t 


Mr. Dertuicx. No. No; we have not done that. Incidentally, Mr. 
Chairman, we would like to have permission to insert in the record 
these tables showing pro supplementals and the amounts au- 
thorized and the proposal for the 1960 budget. 

(The material referred to is as follows :) 
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Mr. Derruick. The thing that I meant to say is that, for example, 
in title IV, the fellowship title, we felt very sure of our ground in 
asking for the amount we did ask for, which is adequate to meet the 
requirements of the law. 

We know right now that we can award a thousand fellowships this 
spring for next year and we have asked for enough money to finance 
that. We have every reason to believe that in 1960 we can provide 
for the 1,500 fellowships, and we have asked for enough money to do 
that, but in some of these other titles, we feel we haven’t had experi- 
ence enough to know what we are going to need and we have had the 
way open to us to come back and ask for supplementals. 

For example, in the loan program if it proves that we don’t have 
enough money, then we are in a position to come back and seek a 
supplemental, and we expect vigorously to do that. 

Mr. Tuompson. Do you expect vigorously to be accepted ? 

Mr. Derruick. We are hopeful. 

Mr. Tuompson. I have been really amazed and delighted by the 
acceptance of this act, by the fact. that it is apparently so much 
more. Despite Mr. Elliott’s friend on the bus, it is apparently very 
= known, and very well accepted, and very enthusiastically sought 
aiter. 

I wonder if it wouldn’t be better, in view of the fact that it is a 
National Defense Education Act, to ask for the full authorization 
at the earliest possible date so that these indications of acceptance 
can be fulfilled ? 

Mr. Derruick. I would like to say, for example, in title VIII, 
which I believe was discussed before you came in this morning, it 
takes some time. Though there is good acceptance and trementinel 
interest in it, it takes some time for the State departments of educa- 
tion to tool up and for the local school systems to get ready for it. 

Our experience has been that if we overestimate the needs and have 
money that is unused, it is harder. They don’t take our judgment as 
in good faith the next time as if we were more accurate and more 
careful. 

We want to establish a reputation of being able to predict with 
pretty good accuracy, and all this is so new that we feel unsure of 
ourselves on some of these titles, but we intend, as I have said, very 
vigorously to go after supplementals when we have the evidence to 
show that we need them. 

Mr. Wier. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Battery. Mr. Wier. 

Mr. Wier. May I make this observation ¢ 

Right at the moment, and since I have returned te Washington 
around the first of the year, I have three communications on my desk 
which relate themselves to this program. That is all I have, but all 
three of them are coming from leaders covered by this program in 
education. 

One of them is a vocational administrator. The only question 
they raise is for their Congressman to get before the Appropriations 
Committee for certain amounts of money so this program can be car- 
ried forward. I think it would .be.safe to say that somewhere along 
the line the figuxes have been given.as to what: is necessary. 

Have you appeared before the Appropriations Committee yet? 
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Mr. Derruick. No, sir. We are anxious to appear, but of course 
the President’s budget did reflect these figures. 

Mr. Wier. I am a little bit puzzled now as to how my people up in 
Minnesota—I don’t think we are quite as far away as Alabama is— 
are conversant with what the needs are, and they tell me what they 
want the Appropriations Committee to do in these particular fields 
that they are interested in. 

Is that a little work to get the Congressman behind certain amounts 
of money ¢ 

Mr. Derruick. Of course I am encouraged to hear of that interest. 
I hadn’t heard of any activity of that kind from Minnesota nor have 
I had any communication whatsoever with Minnesota on that. 

Of course, as I say, these figures are in the President’s budget and 
people interested in these programs, if they see it is going to take a 
certain supplemental to do the job, are naturally anxious. In an 
institution, for example, dealing with student loans, they will have a 
lot of student loans lined up and these students will be asking people 
in charge every day, “Do you know whether we are going to get the 
money or not?” 

Naturally that makes them anxious. 

Mr. Wier. Then your Department has not yet appeared before the 
Appropriations Committee ¢ 

Mr. Dertuick. No, sir; it is to be before a special subcommittee. 

Mr. Wier. That is Mr. Fogarty’s committee; isn’t it? 

Mr. Dertuick. No, sir; it is Mr. Thomas’ committee. 

Mr. Batter. The Chair recognized the lady from Oregon. 

Mrs. Green. Dr. Derthick, I remember in times past there have 
been suggestions, and recommendations, and attempts made to re- 
organize the Office of Education, which met usually with not much 
success. Correct me if I am wrong, but it seemed to me in times past 
the Office of Education has been primarily for factfinding and for 
research and has had staff people that are trained in the academic 
disciplines. 

Does the enactment of this particular act, which is much larger in 
scope than any previous Federal-aid program, in effect reorganize the 
Office of Education in a way not envisioned ? 

Mr. Derruick. Mrs. Green, it doesn’t reorganize the Office of Edu- 
cation. Of course, it gives it vast and new and far-reaehing responsi- 
bilities, but it really doesn’t reorganize it, and I think the Office of 
Education through the years, particularly in the last 5 years, has 
taken on many new responsibilities, so that its effectiveness is greatly 
increased. 

I think that is a reaction of the profession. Our mutual friends 
among the educators in Oregon, I think, would tell you that. Of 
course, then it comes back to money again. 

The budget of the Office of Education to carry on its increasing 
responsibilities since about a year before I came—I know Mr. Folsom 
took tremendous interest in the Office, as has Secretary Flemming—has 
gone from approximately $314 million to something over $8 million 
this year, and the 1960 budget calls for $12 million, so you see it. will 
have been increased about four times. 
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While the Office of Education in trying to serve this great country 
in its dual role is limited, still our resources have been widened very 
materially for service. 

Earlier this morning I had breakfast with an Oklahoma delegation, 
about 120 school people from Oklahoma. I didn’t make this com- 
ment, but I was thinking that here we are authorized in 1959 for the 
National Education Act duties about 288 staff members with the initial 
appropriation providing for 150, although not 150 all the time. 

So far, including clerical and professional staff members, we only 
have 101. We have 101 people right now trying to do the job of 
nearly 300, and that is why when I invited you at the opening of the 
hearing yesterday to come down I told you any night, or any Sun- 
day, or Saturday, you would find plenty of company, but we are in 
a new posture, I believe, Mrs. Green. 

Mrs. Green. Years ago wasn’t it the primary purpose of the Office 
of Education to gather material and to offer educational leadership 
to the country ? 

Mr. Derruick. Yes; since the beginning of time. 

I mean since 1867, I believe, when the Office was established, those 
were among its primary purposes, and they are still important roles 
for the Office of Education. 

Mrs. Green. Will the Office now become more an office to carry 
out program operations and to distribute Federal funds? 

Mr. Derruicx. I don’t know that it will. There is such a tremen- 
dous need for professional leadership, for gathering information, and 
for disseminating information and for transmitting the ideas on the 
best methods for doing research. Those are historic functions, but 
we haven’t been reaching the full measure of need in any of those areas. 

Take this title X. Just think what a difference that is going to make 
in putting the Office of Education in a posture to service this country 
by supplying information and disseminating information. 

Of course these program responsibilities, we certainly feel, are very 
appropriate. Where else in the Federa] Government would you 
administer the National Defense Education Act of 1958 than in the 
Office of Education, and that does give a new emphasis to our services. 

Mrs. Green. I am not arguing that it is dood or bad, but it seems 
to me that inherently in it there is going to be a change in the Office 
and that it will have to have more administrators of fiseal policy than 
in times past. 

Mr. Dertruicx. That is true. Take the administration of Public 
Laws 815 and 874. 

Mrs. Green. It will be of great magnitude. 

Mr. Derruick. Still, the Office has administered $1.5 billion since 
1950 and I would like to tell the committee, Mr. Chairman, if it hasn’t 
been informed, of a doctoral study that was done up at Columbia 
University last year to ascertain whether there had been any evidence 
of Federal control among the 3,500 school districts participating in 
this program since 1950, and the total conelusion was that there hadn’t 
been any semblance of Federal control in the administration of this act. 

Mr. THompeson. That is of Public Laws 815 and 874? 

Mr. Derruick. Yes, sir. 

Mr. THompson. Notwithstanding that Public Law 874 provides for 
maintenance and operation ? 
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Mr. Derruick. That is right. 

Mr. Tuompson. Was the Smith-Hughes-George-Barden Act in- 
cluded in that study ¢ 

Mr. Derruick. No; that was limited to Public Laws 815 and 874. 

Mr. Tompson. Have you ever known of an instance of the charge 
of Federal control in the operation of the Vocational Education Act # 

Mr. DertuicKk. There are some people that question it, but I want 
to say for many years as a school administrator who administered 
those programs I was never even aware of the Federal Government’s 
role. 

Mr. Tuomeson. And the Federal Government really has its foot in 
that door, doesn’t it, in the selection of faculty, and programs, and 
so on ¢ 

Mr. Derruick. No, no, the Federal Government doesn’t do that any 
more than in the Land-Grant College Act. The Federal Government 
since the 1860’s has been, as you know, assisting the land-grant col- 
leges in the structural programs, but never have I known of any in- 
dication or charge that there has been any interference. 

Mr. THompson. Neither have I. In connection with the line of 
questioning by Mrs. Green, I noticed of the staff that you had here, 
the delightful dean from Harvard and so on a temporary. 

Would it have helped the administration of this act in the long run 
had several supergrade civil service positions been made available 
to you in order that you would have higher salaries with which to 
attract people? 

Mr. DrerraicKk. It would have been very, very helpful and I know 
this committee was interested in providing that arrangement. It 
would have been very helpful, but before you came in, Mr. Thompson, 
and while introducing Mr. Pearson to give title VIII, I remarked 
that. while we are very proud of these stars that we brought in, the 
large burden of the administration of this act rests upon old-line 
members of the office staff. 

We have shifted and reasigned our key people, and I noticed that 
you paid a very fine compliment, yesterday along with Dean Elder 
and Dr. Parker, to Dr. Ludington, who has been with us for years. 

Mr. Tompson. I included him erroneously in the list. of visitors. 

Mr. Derrnick. Yes. I want you to know he is a regular member 
of the staff. 

Mr. THompson. What I am trying to do now is give him a pay 
raise, if possible, and the others. In other words, I wonder whether 
there shouldn’t be recommended to the appropriate committees the 
establishment of some super grades so that we can keep your best 
people and so that we can get the very best people possible for the ad- 
ministration of this act? 

Mr. Derruick. We are having difficulty all the time with recruit- 
ment and the one reason why we have the 101 instead of more than 
101 right now is difficulty in recruitment. It is a serious problem 
with us. 

Mr. Chairman, I might say at one point the act in so many words 
provided for 10 super grades. 

Mr. THompson. How many did you get? 

Mr. Derruick. We didn’t get any. 

Mr. TxHompson. I wonder how many the State Department got last 
vear ? 
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Mr. Derruick. Mr. Hughes, our executive officer, has reminded 
me—we didn’t get any of the 10 super grades that were sought, but 
we did get one super grade out of the overall distribution of the Fed- 
eral Government, one additional super grade. 

Mr. TuHompson. Yes, I noticed he had that. I know that that 
State Department got what I thought was a disproportionate number. 
As Mr. Elliott points out, this isn’t the appropriate committee, but I 
propose to look into the thing further in order to make those alloca- 
tions more equitable. 

Mr. Derruicx. May I say to Mrs. Green, Mr. Chairman, that the 
regular programs of the Office of Education, research, consultation, 
and other activities, the various specialists, have been increased very 
materially. In the budget figures they do reflect a very great in- 
crease, though right now we have services that the States need that are 
not represented in the Office of Education at all. 

Mrs. Green. I was just thinking that Mr. Studebaker might be 
surprised at the changes within the office by the enactment of the one 
act. 

Mr. Derruick. Yes, Mr. Studebaker would. I might comment it 

would be quite a lark if he would come down and see what was going 
on. 
Mr. Barzy. The Chair is interested, Mr. Commissioner, in know- 
ing if it would be helpful if the committee interested itself in the re- 
quest for supplemental appropriations. Our plan is to have an execu- 
tive meeting of the members of both of the subcommittees. The one 
which I have the honor of being the subcommittee chairman and the 
one headed by my colleague, Mr. Elliott. 

If we were to express the opinion of the two subcommittees which 
have had the advantage of the information that you have given us, 
express our interest in your request for supplemental appropriations 
and make provision for, say, one representative from each of the sub- 
committees to appear before the subcommittee on appropriations deal- 
ing with supplemental appropriations, we might be helpful to you. 

Mr. Derruick. It would certainly be very encouraging to us. I 
remind you again, for example, of title IV. Here we are ready to 
go. Unless the decision is made very shortly these fellows will be lost. 
We are on the anxious seat every ay about it. We appreciate that, 
Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Battery. We will give some thought to it when we assemble the 
committees in the executive session. 

Mr. Derruick. Incidentally, if I may say so, Mr. Thompson, I 
have just had a note reminding me that all four section chiefs in higher 
education are losing money in serving with us. 

Mr. THompson. I wouldn’t be surprised. 

Mr. Batrry. Is there any desire on the part of any member of the 
committee for a continuation of this joint discussion of the National 
Education Act of 1958, or shall we consider the hearing closed at 
this point ? 

You asked permission to file the data there on your supplemental 
appropriation. 

r. Dertuick. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Batrey. If there is no objection we will accept those.” The sub- 

eommittee will act before these hearings will be printed,’ so if we 
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decide to cooperate and make the appearance we will need those 
statistics. 

Mr. Derruicx. We shall be glad, Mr. Chairman, to supply each 
member of the subcommittees with this information. 

Mr. Bamery. I think it would be well if you did that. 

Mr. Derruicx. Also I want to tell you cae eagerly we have been 
looking forward to making this report, hoping we would have the 
opportunity, and to say that we hope periodically if the committee 
has time that we shall have other opportunities to keep close to you 
in reporting progress and problems. 

Mr. Baitey. That is fine. 

Mr. Grirrin. Mr. Chairman, I just want to say again that I think 
the whole group here has made a wonderful presentation and im- 

ressed me, at least, as a member of the committee that they have 

en doing an outstanding job, and the fact that you are approach- 
ing the matter of appropriations with a sense of restraint and respon- 
sibility is going to get you a lot of support for the supplemental 
bas hc ty gow that you do request. 
would like to commend the Commissioner and the people in his 
department for the way they are approaching this matter of money 
and funds. I think the whole presentation has been excellent. 

Mr. Exuiorr. Mr. Chairman, I would like to join my colleague in 
expressing my very deep appreciation for the report that has been 
brought to us by the Commissioner of Education and by his associates. 

It shows that the act is well underway toward accomplishment of 
its goals and that it needs nothing but the supplemental appropria- 
tions about which we have talked to really move forward. 

I think it has been a wonderful report in every respect. 

Mr. Bamey. The Chair would like to add that there has been a 
regrouping of the subcommittees in the 4 lr soompy Committee. 
Our good friend from Rhode Island who has been so helpful to us, 
Mr. Fogarty, is not now the chairman of the subcommittee, but Mr. 
Thomas, of Texas, is now chairman of the subcommittee. 

Mr. Derruick. It is a different committee, Mr. Chairman. Mr. 
Fogarty continues with the regular Committee on Appropriations. 
Mr. Battey. That is true. I am talking about the subcommittee. 

Mr. Derruick. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Barry. The Chairman would like to say I think it has been a 
fruitful discussion and we will accept your invitation to invite you 
up sometime not too far distant when we see what action the House 
and the Senate take on the supplemental request. 

Mr. Derruick. Thank you. 

Mr. THompson. Won’t we be hearing from Mr. Derthick on the 
administration’s school bill soon ¢ 

Mr. Dertuick. We have been invited, yes, Mr. Chairman, to give 
testimony. 

Mr. TuHompson. You might remember all the sweetness and light 
today, please, and that we like you very much, but be prepared. 

Mr. Derruick. Mr. Chairman, I will be entirely comfortable what- 
ever the temperature, because I know that we are really among friends. 

Mr. Fiynvr. Mr. Chairman, could we have permission to insert the 
statement made by Mr. Muirhead this morning in the record immedi- 
ately following Dr. Babbidge’s presentation of yesterday ? 
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Mr. Barry. You may. 
The clerk of the committee will take note of that and see that ité int 
put in its proper place. 4 
Mr. Exuiorr. May I say, Mr. Chairman, that the subcommittee om 
special education will hold its first meeting on Tuesday at 10 o’elo 
I feel also, Mr. Chairman, that this material that has gone into the 
record in the last 2 days should be published at the very earliest po ui 
sible date and I would like to urge the members and others concerned 
that whatever corrections they may want to make be made soon s6 
that publication can be made. 4 
Mr. Battery. The committees will now stand adjourned. 
(Whereupon, at 12:12 p.m., Friday, February 20, 1959, the subeome 
mittee adjourned, subject to call of the Chair. ) 
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